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10 June 1963

Honorable J. W. Fulbright
Chairman

Committee on Foreign Relations
United States Senate

Washington 25, D. C.

Dear Mr. Fulbright:

This is to acknowledge receipt of your letter of 24 Ma - 1963,
requesting comments on S. Con. Res. 42, establishing the Joiut
Committee on National Security Affairs.

Upon completion of review and clearance through the
Bureau of the Budget, we will be pleased to forward our comn 2nts
on this bill.

Sincerely,

STAT

asgistant Leglslative Lounse!

Disgtribution:
Orig & 1 - Addressee

1 - LC Subj

1 - L.C Chrono
OGC/JGO:mmm(10 June 63)

(Handwritten note: Pete: No action has been taken on this re uest except
the acknowledgement of receipt. Probably we will dre {~ responase
and coordinate it rather than sending out for comment:. JGO.)
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REY, MINN, GEORGE D, AIKEN, VT.

MIKE MANSFIELD, MONT. FRANK CARLSON, KANS.

WAYNE MORSE, OREG. JOHN J. WlLL'AMS, CEL.

RUSSELL B. LONG, LA. KARL E. MUNDT, S. DAK, ,43 *

Alnited Hlates Henate

FRANK J, LAUSCHE, OHID
FRANK CHURCH, IDAHO
STUART SYMINGTON, MO, T OMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS

THOMAS J, DODD, CONN,
GEORGE A. SMATHERS, FL.A.

CARL MARCY, CHIEF OF STAFF
DARRELL ST. CLAIRE, CLERK

May 24, 19¢3

The Honorable John A. McCone, Director
Central Intelligence Apency
Washington, D. C.

Dear Mr. Director:

Enclosed 1s a copy of S. Con., Res, 42,
submitted on May 15, 1963, by Senator
Humphrey (for himself and others),

The Committee would appreciate having com-

ments on this from the

Sincerely yours,

O ;% AH
4. W. Fulbright 7
Chairman

Enclosure

TR
L0
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ez ¢ CON. RES. 42

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES

May 15 (legislative day, May 13), 1963
Mr. Humrnrey (for himself, Mr. Crarg, and Mr. Excrr) submitted the fol
lowing concurrent resolution; which was referred to the Committee on
Foreign Relations (by unanimous consent)

CONCURRENT RESOLUTION

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives
«concurring), That (a) there is hercby established a joini
congressional conuuittee to be known as the Joint Committe:
on National Security Affairs (hereinafter referred to #s
the “committec”) to be composed of twelve members who
are Members of the Senate and twelve members who ar:
Members of the House of Representatives.

(b) (1) Of the members of the committee who ar:

© W A O .t A W b

Members of the Senate—

=t
<o

(A) Five shall be members of the Senate Commit-

et
f—t

tee on Foreign Relations (of whom not, less than two

shall be from the minority party) ;

-t
(2]

v
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(B) Four shall be members of the Senate Com-
mittee on Armed Services (of whom not less than one
shall be from the minority party) ; and

(C) Three shall be members of the Joint Com-
mittee on Atomic Fnelg\ (of Whom not less than one
shall be from the minority party) .

(2) Of the members of the committee who are Mem-
bers of the House of Representatives—

(A) TFive shall he members of the House Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs (of whom not less than two
shall be from the minority party) ;

(B) Four shall be members of the House Com-
mittec on Armed Services (of whom not less than
one shall be from the minority party) ; and

(C) Three shall be members of the Joint Com-
mittee on Atomic Energy (of whom not less than one
shall be from the minority party).

(¢) Members of the committee who are Members of
the Senate shall be appointed by the President of the Senaté,
and members of the committee who are Members of the
House of Representatives shall be appointed by the Speaker
of the House of Representatives.

(d) Any vacancy in the membership of the committee

shall be filled in the same manner as the original selection,
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and the committee shall elect a chairman from among its
members.

Sge. 2. It shall be the function of the committec to
make a continuous study and investigation of all matters
pertaining to national defense, foreign policy, and national
security (including intelligence, defense policy, nuclear de
velopment, and disarmament). Tn falfilling this function
the committee shall be anthorized to review the operation:
of the respective exceutive agencies responsible for the de-
velopment and exceution of policies with respect to such
matters.

Qpo. 3. The connmittee shall make, from time to time.
reports to the Senate and the House of Representatives and
the appropriate comuittees of Congress concerning the re
sults of its studies, together with such recommendations as
it may deem desirable.

Spe. 4. The committee or any duly authorized subconi-
mittec thereof is authorized to hold such hearings; to sit
and act at such times and places; to require by subpera
or otherwise the attendance of such witnesses and the pro-
duction of such books, papers, and documents; to administer
such oaths; to take such testimony; to procure such print-
ing and binding as it deems advisable. The provisions oi

sections 102 to 104, inclusive, of the Revised Statutes, as
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- amended, shall apply in case of any failure of any witness

to comply with any subpena or (o testify when summoned
ander authority of this section.

SEC. 5. The members of the committee shall serve with-
out compensation in addition to that reccived for their serv-
1ces as Members of Congress, hut they shall be reimbursed
for travel, subsistence, and other cxpenses incnrred by them
in the performance of the duties vested in the committee other
than expenses in connection with meetings of the committee
held in the District of Columbia during such times as the
Congress is in session.

SEC. 6. The Committee is authorized, without, regard
to the civil service laws or the Classification Act of 1949, as
amended, to appoint and fix the compensation of such clerks,

experts, consultants, and clerical and stenographic assistants

as it deems necessary and advisable. The committee is:

authorized to reimburse the members of jts staff for travel,

subsistence, and the other hecessary expenses ineurred by

them in the performance of the duties vested in the eom+

mittee other than expenses in connection with meetings of
the committee held in the District of Columbia, during such
times as the Congress is in session. The chairmen of the
various Senate and House committees referred to in subsec-
tion (b) of the first section of this resolution may assign

members of the staffs of such committees to serve on the
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1 staff of the committee, without additional compensation,

b

except for the reimbursement of expenses incurred by such

w

staff members as prescribed in this section.

=

Sec. 7. The expenses of the committee shall be paid

ot

one-half from the contingent fund of the Senate and one-half
6 from the contingent fund of the House of Representatives,
T upon vouchers signed by the chairman of the committee or
8 by any member of the committee duly authorized by the

9 chairman.
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=Rem S, CON. RES. 42
CONCURRENT RESOLUTION

Establishing the Joint Committee on National
Security Affairs.

By Mr. Humearey, Mr. CLARE, and Mr. ExeLE

May 15 (legislative day, May 13), 1963

Referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations
(by unanimous consent)
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u.S. S

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS

Alnited Slates Senate % “

OFFICIAL BUSINESS

The Hon. Jonn A. lMelone
ector B
8titral Intelligence Agercy

Washington 25, D. C.

Approved For Release 2005/04/13 : CIA-RDP71B00364R000600120001-8



-

TN \

R Sl 0600420001-8
[ UNCLASSIFIED | | CONFIDENTIAL | | SECRET

CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY
OFFICIAL ROUTING SLIP

TO NAME AND ADDRESS DATE INITIALS

1 DDCI 7Dé601l

3

4

5

6
ACTION DIRECT REPLY PREPARE REPLY
APPROVAL DISPATCH RECOMMENDATION
COMMENT FILE RETURN
CONCURRENCE INFORMATION SIGNATURE

Remarks: Attached is an excerpt from the Congress-
ional Record of 15 August containing the remarks
of Representative Lindsay when he introduced a
resolution to establish 2 Joint Committee on
Foreign Intelligence and Information. I have
marked some of the more important parts of his
arguments. In view of the personal references
which he has made to Senator Russell, Senator
Saitonstall and staff members of congressional
committees, I have called his remarks to the
attention of Robert Smart and William Darden.

STAT
FOLD HERE 'E—OAB_ETU_I?}N TO SENDER
FROM: NAME. ADDRESS AND PH?NE NO. DATE
-t Legislative Counsel, 7D01 16 Aug 6
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The study. was jointly sponsored by the -
Protestant-supported Community Service
Center, the Roman Catholic Mother Butler
Center and the mayor’s commlitiee,

Particular interest in the religious affilia-
tions of the Indians in the community has
made the study significant to & number of
churches in the community.

Results show that those admitted to
church membership, 227 families named the
Roman Catholic Church, 114 the Episcopal
Church, 156 the Congregational Church, 11
the Presybterian Church, 9 the Methodist
Church, but none claimed membership in the
Indian Native American Church.

There were 43 families that spoke of mixed
marriages and 10 adherred to varlous Pente-
costal groups. ’

The census was part of a study begun by
Father White in 1957 when he interviewed
‘150 Indian familles In Rapid City.

Since then he has spent considerable time
here in conjunction with his work in soci-
ology at St. Louls Unlversity In Missourl.

Support for the census and for a related
study among the non-Indian families in the
clty has come from the Naticnal Institutes
of Mental Health, Bethesda, Md. and help
in thie actual canvassing was given by indi-
viduals from varlous organizations, includ-
ing the American Association of University
Women, the two church centers and the
mayor’s commitiee,

The complete report on the entire study
will be presented in a book Father White

P

} Watchd ‘ff's Over [

EXTENSION OF REMARKS
OF

HON. PAUL G. ROGERS

OF FLORIDA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, November 14, 1963

Mr, ROGERS of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
I have continually called for the estab-
lishment of & joint congressional com-
mittee to oversee the CIA and our other
intelligence agencies. Since the begin-
ning of this year when I introduced
legislation in the form of House Joint
Resolution 211, which would accomplish
this objective, I have called on Congress
to act on this matter. The people cf
America are concerned over the un-
bridled activities of the CIA, and the
news media has joined in this concern
by . pointing out time after time the
hazards of an unscrutinized intelligence
community.

I fear that the CIA sometimes seems
to embody the fiction of an Ian Fleming
novel—however, intelligence information
is fact, not fiction, and should be dealt
with accordingly.

It is clear in my mind and apparently
in the minds of several of our colleagues
10 have joined me in introducing legis-~
lation to provide for a ‘“watchdog com-
mittee” over.the CIA, that there is a
need for a joint congressional committee
whose sole function is to oversee the
activities of the CIA and our other in-
telligence agencies.

At this point in the record, I would like
to insert a recent article from the Los

. Angeles Times entitled “Watchdogs Over
CIA Demanded,” wrltten by John H,
Averill:

WaTcHDOGS OvVER CIA DeMANDED—LAW-
MAKERS ASSERT THEY HavE RIGHT To CHECK
ON AGENCY

(By John H. Averill)

WASHINGTON.—Speculation on the role of
the Central Intelligence Agency in South
Vietnam’s coup d’etat has revived congres-
slonal demands for a special watchdog com-~
mittee to keep an eye on the spy agency’s
activities.

There have been similar demands in the
past, particularly after ame of the CIA’s U-2
spy planes went down over Russia in 1960.
The demands got nowhere.

However, advocates of a congressional
watchdog committee say that more and more
Members of Congress are becoming con-
cerned and demanding that something be
done. The CIA was established by Congress
in 1947 under the Defense Unification Act
and given broad authority in the intelligence
field overseas,

POINTS TO RYGHT

“I think that Congress has a right to know
if the Nation is getting ite money’s worth
from the CIA,” sald Representative PauL G.
Rocers, Democrat, of Fiorida, one of the more
persistent backers of efforts (o create a jolnt
Senate-House committee on intelligence
activities.

As things now stand, only a select handful
of Senate and House Members even Know
how much money the CIA gets. Estimates
range from a half billlon to a billion dollars
& year.

It is this handful which most strongly op-
poses creation of a watchdog committee.
And since the group includes some of the
most influential Members of Congress, such
as Representative Carn VINSON, Democrat,
of Georgla, the powerful and crusty chalr-
man of the House Armed Services Commit-
tee, it has been able so far to stave off the
watchdog committee proposals.

NO NEED SEEN

VingoN, chairman of a speclal nine-man
Armed Services Subcommittee on Intelli-
gence, declared he sees ‘“‘absolutely no need
for a joint committee.”

“We know what the CIA is doing,” VINSON
gald in an interview. “We know what goes
on and we are satisfied with the operations of
the CIA.”

He noted that the House Appropriations
Committee also has a special subcormittee
headed by Representative GEorGE H. MAHON,
Democrat, of Texas, to pass on CIA appro-
priations and that the Benate has a similar
six-man group made up of members of its
Armed Services and Appropriations Commit-
tees.

“I've been around here for 49 years,” VIN-
SON sald, “and I'm satisfled the CIA is getting
sufficient congressional supervision.”

This view 18 challenged, however, by some
other Members of Congress in both Houses.

S8AYS HE'S IN DARK

“We are working in the dark,” said Repre~
gentative JOHN V. LinDsAay, Republican, of
New York, ‘“or at least in the semitwilight.”

LaNpsay and ROGERS are among 15 House
Members of both parties who are sponsoring
resolutions to create either a joint commit-
tee with the Senate or a special House com-
mittee to keep a constant eye on CIA activi-
ties.

“I think we are gathering more support all
the time,” sald Rocer3. “particularly after
the debacle in Cuba, rumors of CIA foulups
In Latin America and reports that the CIA
wasg involved in the Vietnam affalr.”

RogeERS, while emphasizing he was nob
quarreling with the Armsed Services or Appro-
priations Committees argued that an ade-
quate job of checking CIA activities cannot
be done by anything less than g full-time
committee which has no other function,

“There must be a continuing watchdog,”

05/04/13 : CIA-RDP71B00364R000600120001-8
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he sald, “not only of tha CIA i of the
Defense Department intelligence ~nmunity,

too, and there must be a consts .t review of
how intelligence Information is rcordinated
and evaluated.

“Any agency of Government :hat is hot
carefully watched can develop p:clices that
would not be tolerated if they v..:1¢ open to
careful and responsible congress .1:al review.

“I'm not saying the CIA hs: developed
these practices, We just don't :pow., If it
hasn't it would have nothing : : rear from
congressional review, But therr i~ mistrust
and concern in Congress about v CIA and
if we had a joint commitiee we could allay
these suspiclons and restcre cor ficdlence.”

Rogers’ views were seconded zaerally by
Representative H. ALLEN SMrTH :¥-publican,
of California), a former FBY ::ent who
worked on several World War 7 espionage
cages.

SAYS FBI REFORTS

“The CIA is no more secret th .n the FBIL”
SMmrITH said, “and the FBI gives lrngress all
the information it requests, put zat annual
reports on iis activities, and 1 Congress
know how much money it needs :d spends.

SmrTH said 1t was because of a!! the secrecy
that he opposed a bill passed - the House
last week to authorize more l:veral retire-
ment benefits for CIA agents ‘nrvolved in
hazardous assignments.

In opposing the bill, SwirH 8 :d it was his
guess that Soviet Premier Niki.a 8. Khru-
shchev “and even the Russian ¥inbassy here
in Washington know more abou. ¢:IA than I
do.”

SmiTH In an interview sald he w25 not ad-
vocating release of any secret irformation
that might harm national secur: -y or jeopar-
dize a CIA agent’s life.

“I Just think we hav: a r-sponsibility,
since we vote the money, to kncw how many
employees the CIA has, what ti-o do, what
the policies are, If any, and whriker the job
18 being done as 1t should be,” [2TH sald.

POINTS TO DANGERS

This view was challenged by R p-esentative
GERALD R. FoRD, JR., Republcan. of Michigan,
a member of the House Approp-:ations Sub-
committee on Intelligence.

“I see no need for any specia’ «-mmittee,”
Forp sald, “I know of no insta where we
have requested information thr @ it has been
denied.

“The CIA is a lot more com: ii:-ated than
the FBI.- It s involved I operations

throughout the world and there cculd be real
dangers to expose the CIA to tc ! serutiny.”

Forp agreed that perhaps his .n:d Vinson’'s
subcommlittees could do more :-» allay con-
gressional suspicions aboat th: ¢IA by ap-
prising their colleagues oi some -4 the infor-
mation the subcommitters obt: in.

“The trouble,” he said, “is ' determine
what can be released. Everythi.:p about the
CIA 1s so sensitive to naifonal sccurity you
just can’t give 1t to everyone bv i .f you give
1t to one you've got to give it t¢ ail and then

ou have a big, first-class leak ~

We Must Stand Together i
of Sorrow

EXTENSION OF REM: 4RKS

HON. CHARLES %. Bi XNETT
OF FLORYDA
IN THE HOUSE OF REVRESI*FTATIVES
Monday, October 28, 1963 :
Mr. BENNETT of Florida. Mr, Speak-

er, I wish to congratulate :‘eleb King,
Jr., editor of the Florida T :res Union,

This Hour
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on the excellent editorial published in
the November 25 edition of that paper.
It was truthfully there said that “A man
of courage and ability has fallen in the
service of his country.” Having served
with Mr. King in World War II, I know
that when he paid this tribute to our
fallen leader, President Kennedy, he is
conscious, as am I, that the President
died as a soldier for his country, as truly
as any recipient of the Congressional
Medal of Honor. Soldierlike, Mr. King
observes that “life must go on” and we
must all “stand strongly behind” our
new leader. The late President Kennedy
would have been the first to say that.
The editorial reads as follows:

WE MusTt STAND TOGETHER IN THis HOUR OF

SORROW

A grim and sorrowing Natlon will honor
the late President, John Fitzgerald Kennedy,
in solemn rites in Washington at noon today.
The grief, which every American shares with
the widow and family of the late Chief Ex-
ecutive, Is In no way assuaged by the knowl-
edge that justice is moving swiftly to exact
retribution for the dastardly crime.

All Americans may, however, take justi-
fiable pride in the way in which our Nation
has drawn together in this hour of mourn-
Ing and in the spirit of bipartisan coopera-
tion which the Congress has pledged to Pres-
ident Lyndon Johnson upon his succession
to the office’ lately held by a young and
vigorous leader.

Many Americans are inclined to view the
theory of bipartisan support with skepti-
cism. The theory was devised by President
Franklin D. Roosevelt to meet the emergen-
cles and needs of World War II, but it has
not always been successfully applied since
his time.

But, bipartisanism is an honorable policy
for all to follow in times of national crisis
and tragedy, such as this Nation 1s now
experiencing. In such times there can be
no thought but that which is the best for the
Nation as a whole. -

In these modern times 1t is hard to decide
where domestic and foreign policies end or
begin. It used to be said that domestic pol-
icies ended at the water’s edge, but now those
things which affect us internally often af-
fect us externally as & nation. The Presi-
dent’s murderer has, therefore, changed all
our history in the single, treacherous pull
of a trigger.

No one can say with certainty what the
changes will be nor how they will affect all of
us or all free men In the world.

The new President has in brief and solemn
words sought the bipartisan support of Con-
gress, the help of the people, and the ald of
Almighty God. The trials which now face
him are many and great and upon their suc-~
cessful resolution much depends.

In the final analysis life must go on. A
man of courage and ability has fallen in the
service of his country. None can explain or
understand why he should have been called
upon to make this supreme sacrifice, to all
it appears a useless and senseless waste of a
life dedicated to service.

We may all give meaning to the life of
the late President, so tragleally shortened,

by pledging ourselves anew to stand strongly.

behind President Lyndon Johnson and to
offer prayers for the comfort of the lving
and a safe voyage through these perilous
times for our Nation,

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — APPENDIX

John Fitzgerald Kennedy

EXTENSION OF REMARKS
r

HON. PAUL G. ROGERS

OF FLORIDA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, November 14, 1963

Mr. ROGERS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, the entire world mourns the
passing of our late President, as does
our own Nation. We in Florida and the
Sixth District feel the loss acutely, as we
considered the President and his family
as neighbors and friends. The winter
‘White House at Palm Beach was a famil-
iar place to all, and Palm Beach itself
had witnessed not only the comings and
goings of the President but his growth
and development from childhood until
the weekend prior to his tragic death.

Millions of words have already been
written about the man and the act which
has taken him from us at the prime of
his life, when we know in our hearts
words cannot express our feelings. To
his family we can only say the prayer,
God he with you, which has already
manifested itself in the courage and
strength which we have all witnessed
and which will be an inspiration for
years to come.

To the memory of John Fitzgerald
Kennedy the American people should re-
dedicate themselves to abolish from this
land forever the hate and discord which
created the atmosphere for this tragedy,
and remember the warning of Lincoln
that while no foreign power may ever
conquer, we have within ourselves the
power to destroy our own Nation. Every
single citizen must take an active part
in the work of returning our Nation to
the rule of reason and of law. -

Mr. Speaker, I include several repre-
sentative editorials from Florida at this
point in the RECOrD:

[From the Palm Beach Post, Nov. 23, 1863]
SHOCK AND MOURNING

America today is In mourning.

A great, good man Is dead at the hands of
an assassin. The youngest man ever elected
to the Presidency of the United States, a
brilliant statesman with a valorous war
record, a beloved family man with an abiding
falth in God—has been cut down in th
prime of his career. .

John PFltzgerald Kennedy has joined the
martyrs. Like his Illustrious predecessors,
he now belongs to the ages.

In the Palm Beaches, which was to the
President & *“second home” and site of the
“winter White House,” shock prevails. Only
a few days ago, he was among us, vigorous
and smiling,

We Jjoin the wuniversal hope that his
essassin will be apprehended and properly
punished. But this is a secondary con-
sideration. Such a foul deed could have
been conceived and executed only by diseased
minds,

Our thoughts at this time are primarily of
sympathy for the bereaved family, and of
hope and concern for our new President,
Lyndon B. Johnson,

May CGod be with them all, and with us.

November 27

[From the Fort Lauderdale (Fla.) News,
Nov. 24, 1963]
WORDS UNSPOKEN AT DALLAS OFFER GUInan®:
TO NATION IN THE TRYING DAYS AHEAD
President John F. Kennedy was to have
made a speech in Dallas on Friday. Before
he reached the appointed place, the 85th
Pregident of the United States held a rendez-
vous with death and his voice was stilled for-
ever, his words unspoken.
Although they were left unsaid, the words

should be our gulde in this awkward hour .

when a President of the United States rests
this very day in state in the rotunda of the
Capitol, and while the new President works
in the heavy presence of death and mourn-
ing, to take over our Natlon’s affairs and
chart the direction the ship of state shall
sail for the next 14 months.

Well might President Lyndon B. John-
son heed those words unspoken. Well might
every American citizen weigh them and ac-
cept them as counsel through the convul-
sions that must occur during the difficult
transition.

What Mr. Kennedy had intended to say
in his Dallas speech was an excerpt from the
Bible, Psalm 124: “Except the Lord build the
house, they labor in vain that build it. Ex-
cept the Lord keep the elty, the watchman
waketh but in.vain.”

Mr. Kennedy was a master of oratory and
there were those among us who believed that
he often spoke wise counsel, but too often
did not pay heed as he spoke. All of that
is of consequence no longer, for in the mar-
tyrdom of his high office, the President rests
explated of human frallties, left to the judg-
ment of his Maker and of history. -

What is of consequence is that Mr. Ken-
nedy had chosen to recite from a psalm
which, through lamentable and shocking cir-
cumstances, should now become an echoing
reminder for Americans through the remain-
ing ages.

They are the words in which can be found
the answer to the anguished question of
House Speaker JounN W. McCORMACK, who,
when informed of Mr. Kennedy's assassina-
tlon, eried out: “My God, My God. What
are we coming to?”

Both the question and the reply found in
the psalm should serve as admonitions to
each and every American citizen. Indeed,
what were we coming to in the mounting
tempest, calmed for now by the chill of
death? ,

Irrefutably, we had become a divided na-
tion; ultra-liberal against ultra-conserva-
tive, Democrat against Republican, north-
erner against southerner, atheist against
religlonist, black against white, American
against American.

We had been caught up in an ugly web of
opportunism, of materialism; placed at the
mercy of outside influences that would bury
us, sapped of resolve to pay any cost for the
preservation of our inherited doctrine,
caught in a crosscurrent of demands upon
another without regard for one to the other.

We were a finely divided nation and we
knew it; yet little of anything was accom-
plished in restoring our national unity. We
were on a8 collislon course with the future
that awaited us in November 1963,

Our direction from that point on shall
remsain forever unknown, obliterated DY s
searing bullet triggered by one Individual
whose horrendous action may leave us un-
certain and exposed to deepening schism, or
spared the rendering that awalted at the
point of collision.

That we never will know.

But this we do know: If this Nation 1s to
be destroyed and, as Mr. Kennedy once sald,
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snedy Hails
Role of CIA

President Kennedy has given
the Nation flat assurance that
the Central Intelligence Agency
has not carried out indépen-
dent activities in South Viet
Nam.

John H. Richardson, CIA
chief in Saigon, recalled re-
portedly under some sart of
cloud last week end, is “a very
dedicated public servant,”
Kennedy told his news confer-
encz last evening. He operated
under close control of CIA Di-
rector John McCone, the Presi-
dent added.

He referred, however, to the
“transfer” of Mr. Richardson,
indicating the controversial
figure would not return to Sai-
gon.

A search of the record in the

st DATE ATy

Mr.|formed of what actions we are

PRI O L g Al
has done ’nozhing but support
agreed poli .o in South Viet
Nam, Mr. Kennedy reported.

“It does not create polley,”
he emphasized, “it attempts to
execute it In those areas where
it has competence and respon-
sibility.”

Moreover. the CIA director,
the United States Ambassador,
Henry Cabot Lodge, and the
Secretaries of State and De-
fense are now in agreement on
policy 1in Viet Nam. If there is
disagreement at lower levels, he
speculated, this would be be-
cause “they are not wholly in-

taking. Some of them are nec-
essarily confidential.”

United States policy In Viet
Nam are “wholly untrue” the
President declared.

“While the CIA may have
made mistakes,” he added, “as
we all do, on different occa-
sions, and has had many suc-
cesses which may go unherald-
e, in my opinton in this case it
Hs unfair tc charge them as

Reports the CIA undercutj

-

they hve been charged. I th.
they have done a good job.” ;
No new congressional wate - |
dog committee is needed "1:}
keep an eye on the CIA, in ¢ ¢!

President’s opinlon becau ;e ,

those Congressional groups n:- vv
watching CIA expenditures s:¢|
doing an adequate job. |

The President also assur:d'
the Nation that the Unit: 4
States continues to oppose -
itary coups in Latin Americsa.

Coups are “self-decfeatiig
and defeating for the Heri-
sphere” he said.

Both the Dominican Rme-
lic and Honduran g0 .5
have recently been |

tbug:
by coups.

1

ok,
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ure.we are now considering. I believe a
base plan-of the type I suggested would
have been an effective instrument in re-
ducing surpluses, and as it did so, it
would reward those dairy farmers who
‘had reduced their produetion. There is
no logic whatsoever in encouraging the
production of $3 milk in an ares where
broducers need $5 to $6 to cover the cost
of producing milk.

However, it soon became apparent dur-
ing the hearings that my bill was too
severe for any serious consideration.
There was too much active opposition to
it by major segments of the industry.
As a matter of fact, even after the De-
partment of Agriculture proposed -less
stringent language it was still thought
too severe by some.

Be that as it may, the fact remains
that my bill was unacceptable.

In its place, however, we have a bill,
S. 1915, which I believe will be helpfual,
over a period of years, in reducing pro-
duction in market order areas. As a re-
sult we anticipate that there will be some
savings to the taxpayer, and at the same
time a slight increase in income to
farmers. .

I am a realist, therefore, I have given
up hope on my bill. Instead, I support
8. 1915, the measure now before the Sen-
ate, because it will accomplish some good.

Mr. PROXMIRE. Mr. President, I
suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
clerk-will call the roll.

The

The legislative clerk proceeded to call .
. ahread.

the roll.

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that further pro-
ceedings under the quorum call be re-
scinded,

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr., HART
in the chair). Without objection, it is
S0 ordered.

‘Mr, PELL. Mr.
Senator yield? '

Mr. McCARTHY. I vield to the Sena-
tor from Rhode Island.

Mr. PELL. I thank the Senator from
Minnesog‘a lfir yielding to me.

President, will the

If one result was drawn, if one lesson
was learned, from that affair, it was that
the responsibility for intelligence collec~
tion and assessment must be separated
from the responsibility for carrying out
operational activities.

I remember being among the small
group of public officials who publicly
took a stand prior to the Bay of Pigs,
warning that an invasion would be un-
likely of success since the majority of
the Cuban people at that time favored
the regime, a conclusion derived from
my own visit to Cuba following my elec-
tion in 1960 and a conclusion which I
announced publicly after my return.
After the Bay of Pigs. a board was set
up and the general impression was that
there would be drastic overhauls in our
Central Intelligence Agency, including a
Separation - of — TeIonsBMty between
those who gather and. assess intelligence
as opposed to those who earry out oper-
ational activities.

In fact, not only does the centraliza-
tion of responsibility for the gathering
and assessment of intelligence and the
carrying out of subsecuent operations
rest under the same roof here in Wash-
ington, but the chiefs of station in the
field appear to be carrving on these dual
and conilicting responsibilities.

In this connection. too, we all recall
President Kennedv's instruction to our
Governmen{, personel abroad on May 29,
1961, when he said that onl the Amer-
ican_Ambassador sl}gglﬁelr_es—'"'ﬁr‘ pOnSIbIE
for all American _Gov'émmen . ACLIVILieS
d.” The President Tistitiets a
each Ambassador be fully informed
about the activities of all agencies of
the American Government. in the coun-
try to which he is assigned. Yet, I must
say that the Ambassador who is both
completely at ease and fully informed
about all the activities conducted by
American Government people in the
area of his assignment and aware of all

 the messages home is indeed a rare bird.

X fully realize that the Central Intel-
ligence Agency is in general run and
manned by remarkably brilliant, dedi-
cated, and responsihlc individuals and

SEPARATION _OF INTELLIGENCE
AND OPERATIONAL FUNCTIONS
IN THE CIA

Mr. PELL. Mr. President, the assess-

ment of intelligence and the carrying }

out of covert or baramilitary opera-
tional activities are two very different
functions. These days we often hear
the words “conflict of interest.” But, if
“there was ever a conflict of interest, it
is ‘when ‘the same group of men, first,
collect intelligence and make an assess-
ment of the intelligence they have col-
lected and coordinated, and then, sec-
ondly, proceed to carry out an operation
on the basis of the selfsame intelligence
they have collected and assessed. 'The
temptation to trim the intelligence or,
at least, their assessment of it, to suit
the operation is well nigh irresistible.
An excellent example of the tragic re-
Ssults that can result from the failure to
separate the assessment of intelligence
from operational activities was demon-
strated at the Bay of Pigs 214 years ago.

No. 161——9

Tithat it has scored ma ny successes. I also

realize that, being an intelligence orga-

nization, the Central Intelligence Agenc
is in the defenseless position oF Eeing‘
attacked for its publie failures but un-
able to discuss freeiy its sucecesses.

successes outweigh the total number of
failures; whether our American national
interest in totality has been helped or
hampered by the Central Intelligence
Agency. And, when thig determination
is made, I believe we must separate the
intelligence and assessment functions
from the operational funections,

My own personal view is that a com-
blete, fair assessment would show that
the United States would have, on bal-
ance, gained greatly as the result of its
intelligence collectinn and assessment ac-
tivities. But I also balieve that, on bal-
ance, the U.S. national interest may well
have lost more than it has gained from

its CTA operational activities, particular-

i1y if one takes into account the lives and

1e question where there is doubt in
-my mind is whether the total number of
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carrying out of these acivities. And I
believe that an objcctive anpraisal will
show that when decisior.: io carry out
operational activities have zone sour, the
reason for clouded judgm: s hag simply
been that the same grou . assesses the
intelligence and thea precexds to carry

out the operation.
Actually, in South Viet: 4. n, where, as
the public press has set . 2:-th, we have
g1 hle Central

;n;glli%ence Agencz cflief Y statg;n. we
might find ourselves g /& 18 Bocttion
if there were a greater ccparation be-
tween collecting and asse ng of intel-
ligence on the one hand i the carry-
ing out of the subseyuent operations on
the other, We mighi not ‘Fen be play-
ing quite the same rcle we nvw do where
the United States is irelpiy- snance and
arm the South Vietnum 1. ime’s special
forces, which carry cut th - aersecution,
beating up, and abuse of Lolitical op-
ponents. I do hope taat, i:i order to im-
brove our situation in & i1:h Vietnam
and throughout the worle. the admin.
istration will make rore -csitive steps
to separate the responsib:iiiies for the
gathering and assesstient . - :ntelligence
from the carrying out of s sequent op-
erational activities.

In this connection. I g:: unanimous
consent to insert in ihe F:corp at this
point a well thought-out ¢ _iiforial from
Tuesday’s Washington Po: .. illustrating
the necessity of such .. sep:rtion.

There being no objection. :lie editorial
was ordered to be printed 11 the RECORD,
as follows:

OUrR MAN I SAl:.:&

The recall of the CIA chie! .vn in South
Vietnam should not be an O anjon for re-
crimination. It should be a:: occasion for
some useful reconsideraiion :: ‘he general
role of an intelligence agen. ; in forelgn
affairs. Ambassador Lodye iax: portedly con-
cerned about the bPrevailing arr: ywement that
makes the CIA both an intell: wece-gather-
ing organization and an operi-iunal agency
in the field. Mr. Lodge is n¢: zione in his
concern.

In theory, within the CIA, tf ~ “ntelligence
and operational activities are : 21t separate.
In practice, the two functions ¢ 3.0t be kept
apart so easily; experlence ha. shown that
agency operatives in the ficld hi..c a tendency
to use-intelligence to supgport =1 sperational
decision. The result, too ot.am, {8 that
Washington recelves neither saoartial in-
telligence nor benefits from Opc¢: .ions based
on a hard-headed bercepilon o ;eality.

Clearly the CIA is at a cisady. i age in any
public debate of its activities: {he agency
cannot speak for itself. Sucee . 2ften goes
unnoticed; failure Just us oft . may lead
to an exaggeration of the CIAs spongibility,
This is the price that.secreey -xacts, But
public concern in the agency’s p« i rmance is
legitimate and should nog be : .tated with
an attempt to smear or to impe ;¢ the mo-
tives of any CIA official.

What is sorely needed s 3 :: mough and
falr overall study of the iutel :vnce com-
munity. Such an Inquiry ough: ¢ deal with
rivalry between the CIA and the -fense In-
telligence Agency. It ougit to iruw on ex-
berlence in other countries wher: .y ielligence
and operational activities are wged with
Separate organizational entities. ‘nd Con-
gress should take the initi:tive :. saunching
such a study. .

For too many years, Mexmbers ¢ Congress
have closed their eyes to the ne: ‘or legis-
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lative scrutiny into intelligence operations.
vet who else can do the job? The public
lacks the fucts; the administration has a
record. to defend; the Agency cannot be ex-
pected to study itself. Enough has come to
light to justify an impartial inquiry, which
might properiy be conducted by a special
legislative commission drawing on Members
of poth Chambers and upon private citizens
of stature and experience.

If an investigation should discover ho
grounds for changing the present arrange-
ment, public apprehension would be less-
ened. If an investigation should disclose
need for basic changes, then the country
might be saved from future embarrassment.
In either case, the United States would be
the gainer and Congress would have dis-
charged a duty that it has been far too reluc-
tant to perform.

Mr. PELL. I thank the Senator from

Minnesota for yielding, and recall to his
mind that I was a cosponsor with him
in the previous Congress of a resolution
that would have gone far in this direc-
tion, establishing a joint committee for
supervision of the Central Intelligence
Agency.
. Mr. McCARTHY. Mr, President, I
gwas pleased to yield to the Senator from
iRhode Island. There are special prob-
dlems regarding the Central Intelligence
iAgency. I join him in expressing the
Thope that the Agency itself may support
ichanges such as he recommends, and
“that the administration may respond not
.:éonly to the criticisms about the Central
:Intelligence Agency and some of the
‘more or less obvious indications of its
ioperational failures, put what I think
“are some Of the inadequacies of the
whole structure of intelligence gathering
and intelligence interpretation, and de-
termine its action based on such infor-
mation and interpretations.

If such action is not forthcoming

s from the Agency and such support is
not forthcoming from the executive

}branch of the Government, Congress

3shou1d move on its own initiative to try

jto improve the general operations of the
« Agency.

———— R ———

REDUCTION OF EXCESS MARKET-
INGS OF MILK

The Senate resumed the consideration
of the bill (S. 1915) to amend the Agri-
cultural Adjustment Act, as reenacted
and amended by the Agricultural Mar-
keting Agreement Act of 1937, as amend-
ed, and to encourage the reduction of
excess marketings of milk, and for
other purposes.

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. President, at
the proper time tomorrow, on behalf of
myself, the Senator from Qregon [Mrs.
Neusercer] and the Senator from
South Dakota [Mr. McGOVERN] I shall
call up an amendment to the pending
legislation, Amendment No. 193. '

There is widespread unrest and un-
easiness and concern among dairy farm-
ers. In my opinion such concern on the
part of dairy farmers is wholly justified.
They find themselves in an economic
situation which continues to grow more
and more distressing. Dalry farmers
are not receiving the benefits or returns
from their work which are justified.
Nor are they receiving the benefits of
the Government program which was de-

signed to Insure at least a reasonable
return to them for what they contribute
to the general economy and general wel-
fare.

There is little hope for improvement
in this situation unless Congress takes
steps to reduce the surplus which de-
presses the dairy market and takes some
steps to insure that dairy farmers will
receive something approaching a fair
return, or at least a fairer return, in the
way of payment for that which they
produce. ’

The legislation being
by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr.
Proxmire] takes one very limited step
toward that objective, but, in my judg-
ment, it falls far short of what is needed.

Of the major farm commodities which
are under mandatory price supports,
only the dairy industry shows a decline
in the support prices received today as
compared to 3 years ago.

In 1960, the average support price for
wheat was $1.78 a bushel. In 1963, the
average support price was $2.

In the case of corn, in 1960 it was
$1.06 a bushel. In 1963 it is $1.256 a
bushel.

Tn the case of cotton, the price per
pound for upland, middling one-inch,
was $0.3242in 1960, In 1963, it is $0.3247.

In the case of peanuts, the 1960 avor-
age price support was $0.1006. Itis $0.112
in 1963.
~ In the case of rice, it was $4.42 in
19680. In 1963, 1tis $4.71.

In the case of Flue-cured (11-14) to-
pacco, it was $0.555 in 1960, In 1863 it
is $0.566.

In the case of milk for manufacturing
purposes, the average support price in
1960 per hundred pounds was $3.22. In
1963 1t is down to $3.14. '

In my opinion, the producers of nepvly
all farm commodities deserve a higher
income and a better price for their com-
modities. Put it is clear from the com-
parative position of dairy price supports
and dairy income that dairy farmers
have more reason for dissatisfaction and
greater need for remedial legislation—
and that Congress, therefore, has a
greater responsibility in this area.

The proposed legislation should be
considered not only as dealing with the
dairy industry, but also against the
whole broad background in our approach
to what is called the “farm problem.”

.Some commentators through . the
years have referred to what they call the
_farm bloc, and in recent months have
observed that the farm bloe is “gone” or
has disintegrated. I believe it is mis-
leading to refer to a farm bloc, since
there is no such organized bloc in Con~
gress.

Of course, Members of Congress have
a particular concern and a particular
responsibility for farmers who produce
specific crops in their districts or States.

However, the record of Congress over
the past 25 years shows that many im-
pottant pieces of farm legislation were
enacted with the active support of Mem-
bers of Congress from urban districts
and urban States. In other words, farm
legislation was not “put over” by adding
up a farm bloc of sufficient votes to pass
its legislation, or placed on the statute
books by a kind of log-rolling operation.

sponsored today
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Rather, it was in response to recognition
by & majority of the Members of Con-
gress of a justification and a nheed for
this type of legislation, even though it
applied primarily to the agricultural
sector of our economy and to farmers.

There have been some partisan dif-
ferences, of course, with respect to the
correct approach to farm legislation.
However, this is true with respect to al-
most every issue that comes before Con-
gress. 'We should not enact legislation
on a “bloc” basis. Congress should take
problems as they come and review them
and determine whether legislation is
needed. The judgment should be based
ultimately on whether legislation is. in
the national interest, and what is de-
manded by justice. If we were to act
only when the States represented by a
majority of the Members of Congress
were directly benefited, much of the leg-
islation in the way of development of
water resources, and of other important
conservation undertakings, which char-
acterized the last 50 years of our his~
tory, would never have been initiated.

Tt is said that many Members of Con-
gress are now indifferent to farmers and
farm problems, particularly since the
wheat program was rejected. I do not
know whether it is true. Perhaps action
on the pending dairy program may af-
ford the first real test. Certainly I hope
it is not true because the problems and
difficulties of dairy farmers are serious
and need attention.

The dairy program is not the same
as the wheat program. Each must be’
dealt with separately. Each represents
a particular approach to a specific prob-
lem, :
In the case of the dairy. industry, we

. are faced with the problem of continu-

The dominant influence
upon the dairy industry and upon dairy
prices today is the tremendous surplus
of dairy products, for which there is no
ready market, It acts fo drive prices
down toward the minimum support level,
which currently is $3.14 per hundred-
weight for manufacturing milk. The
surplus is so great that last year it cost
the Government nearly $500 million to
maintain prices even at this near sub-
standard or subsistence level.

In the last marketing year, the surplus
of milk was 8.9 billion pounds of the
118 billion pounds marketed, or about
7.5 percent.

In April 1962, the price support level
dropped to the minimum of 75 percent
of parity set by law, from $3.40 per hun-
dred to $3.11. It was predicted by some
a year ago that the surplus problem
would take care of itself because the 30~
cent drop in support price would dis-
courage production.

At best, that was a theory. Even if
it were sound as a theory, it would be a
questionable way to bring about adjust-
ment in the prodtiction of milk. It shows
little concern for the welfare of thou-
gands of dairy farmers who individually
have no way of bringing supplies in line
with demand. It would represent a kind
of squeeze-out theory for pringing about
an adjustment in American agriculture.

In any case, this approach has failed,
as many who discussed it at the time
said it would fail. Despite bad weather

ing surpluses.
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Another good sign of the economic
vitality of El Salvador is the increasing
amount of outside private capital being
invested in the country. A combination
of Esso and Shell already has an invest-
ment of more than $10 million; Phelps
Dodge is building a $2 million copper and
aluminum wire. and cable plant. The
Phillips Co. of the Netherlands is con-
structing a $600,000 electric light bulb
and appliance plant. Italian and
U.S. interests are establishing a $300,000
pencil and office supply plant.

‘Under the able hand of President Julio
Rivera, and with the cooperation of Alli-
ance for Progress officials, El Salvador
is demonstrating to Latin' America and
to the world the effectiveness of the
Alliance for Progress. EI Salvador is
not’ the only Alliance success story.

" Venezuela, Mexico, Argentina, Colom-

bia—are all moving shead of the antici-
pated schedule for the Alliance for
Progress.

In El Salvador, as in many other parts
of Latin America, the desired progress

isubelng achieved through peaceful and .

creative evolution—an evolution more
rapid, more comprehensive, and touch-
ing the lives of more people, than any
that our history has ever known.

ESTABLISHING JOINT COMMITTEE
" -TO SUPERVISE INTELLIGENCE AC-,

TIVITIES

(Mrs. KELLY asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 min-
ute and to revise and extend her remarks
and to include extraneous matter.)

Mrs. KELLY. Mr. Speaker, I believe
it 1s most unfortunate that, for the past
few weeks, there is evidence of misunder-
standing in our military operations and

‘military objectives, including our Central

Intelligence Agency. Mr. Speaker, I feel
there is no need to enlarge on this sub-
ject, but to state the fact that back in
1952, I foresaw the need to establish a

oint COMIMILIEE OF CONETess tO SUpervise
1l 1ntellleence activities. I sougﬁf the

advice 0 e la enator McMahon, of
Connecticut, who had so ably worked and
helped to establish the great Joint Com-
mittee on Atomic Energy. He gave me
much good advice and I sought also the
advice of many lawyers who assisted in
writing a resolution which was intro-
duced by me on July 20, 1953, and was
numbered House Concurrent Resolution
168. I continued to press for the adop-
tion of this resolution in each succeed-
ing Congress. 'This same resolution was
numbered House Concurrent Resolution
29 in the 84th Congress; House Concur-
rent Resolution 3 in the 85th Congress;
House Concurrent Resolution 3 in the
86th Congress; House Concurrent Reso~

‘lution 3 in the 87th Congress; and House

Concurrent Resolution 3 in the 88th Con-

‘gress. While I do not believe in the num-

bers, Mr. Speaker, I co believe that “three
and out” is a good omen. Let us “out”
with this resolution in the Rules Com-
mittee, and pass it on the floor.
Congressman ZABLOCKI also introduced
this resolution, as did Congressman Judd.
It was over a year before any other Mem-
ber of the House introduced a similar
resolution and it was after much urging

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE

that Members of the other body followed
our advice. The history surrounding this

Jjoint resolution is well established in the

archives of Congress, but I regret to say,
Mr. Speaker, that I firmly believe that,
had this joint committee been estab-
lished in the past, many of the problems
involivng U.S. intelligence would not be
in the forefront of world news today.
I therefore urge that the Members of
Congress look into the need for such a
resolution, sponsor one, and urge action
by the present Congress.

To give a brief background on the story
on this subject. I will insert again a
statement I made in the past.

STaATEMENT BY HoN. Epna P, KELLY, IN SUP-

PorT OF HoUusg CONCURRENT RESOLUTION 3

To ESTABLISH A JOINT COMMITTEE ON IN-

TELLIGENCE MATTERS BEFoRE THE COMMIT- °

TEE ON RULES, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
MarcH 1, 1861

Mr. Chairman and distinguished members
of this committee. I am grateful to the com-
mittee for its invitation to appear here today
and give testimony in support of House
Concurrent Resolution 3 which I introduced.

Perhaps it is somewhat appropriate that
this matter was originally stheduled for
hearing before this committee on the an-

niversary of the birthday of our first Presi- .

dent., This coincidence prompts me to look

back to the principle upon which our coun- -
try was founded and upon which our Con-

stitution 1s based. I, therefore, urge each
o7 the members of the committee, bear in
mind when considering my resolution, the
constitutional system of checks and balances
between the executive and legislative
branches of this Government.

While hindsight is infinitely clearer than
foresight, when discussing House Concurrent
Resolution 3, I cannot help but reflect and
think that had this resolution been adopted
8 years ago, when I first introduced 1t in the
83d Congress, many unfortunate incidents
involving the security and prestige of the
United States might have been avolded.

I cannot emphasize too strongly, how-
ever, the continuing need for the establish-
ment of a Joint Congressional Committee
on Intelligence Matters. With the high
degree of world tensions, with the farflung
scope of our foreign policy and other activi-
ties, when a single miscalculation may bring
disaster, such a committee, as an arm of
the Congress, is urgently required. The
resolution calls for a continulng study, by
such committee, of our Government’s intel-
ligence activities “and problems relating to
the gathering of intelligence affecting the
national security and of its coordination
and utilization by the varlous departments,
agencies, and instrumentalities of the Gov-
ernment.”

As you know under the present system,
the Central Intelligence Agency, which was
created in 1847 is responsible only to the
National Security Council. There 18 no
supervision or control by the legislative
branch. The extent of its independence is
demonstrated by the lack of review of the
agency’s expenditures by the Congress. In
short, CYA makes its own policy and proce-
dures, spends as much money as it may re-
quire, reviews its own errors if its conscience
so dictates, and selects such remedies as it
deems proper to correct its errors and to im-
prove its operntions. In this system the
errors are never admitted while others which
must be or are obvious may, after proper
preparation, be presented as premature or
unexpected.

While the need for secrecy in our intelli-
gence activities is obvious, I feel, as many of
my colleagues, that until a Joint Commitiee
on Intelligence is created, there will be no
way of determining what defects in the CIA

P
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may be covered by the ' i’ of secrecy with
which 1t is shrouded. C.r success with the
Joint Committee or. Atorric Energy certainly
Jjustifies the preseni und:.iaking.

Lest the commitice or -1 public consider
this proposal to be quiek v coneeived or in-
spired by the recent U / incident, I con-
sider it important tn exp:r- the background
of this resolution.

Late in 1950, white sery
tee which was respsnsibi:: {r the enactiment
of the Mutual Defense A-sistance Control
Act.of 1951 (Battle Act), * cume to realize the
tremendous lack ¢! kncoivdge, on the part
of the Congress, of ir:siligence matters.
After 2 years of periodic «.nsultations with
Members of the House, N >&r'bers of the other
body, and legal counsel, * “ntroduced House
Concurrent Resolution 158 in the 83d Con-
gress, While I end.:avor 0 eonvince many
other Members of the Ho.i#% t0 cOSponsor my
resolution, my success wr - iraited to my dis~
tinguished colleagiies Mr ablocki (H. Con.

i1:¢ on the commit-

" Res. 169, 83d Cong.) anc ¥r. Judd (H. Con.
Res. 170, 83d Cong.).

Thereafter, I coatinuc® 0 press for the
adoption of this resoluti-n in each succeed-
ing Congress (84tli Con:-.. H. Con. Res. 29;
85th Cong., H. Con. Re: ; 88th Cong., H.
Con. Res. 3; 87th Cong . H. Con. Res. 3).
As time passed, other of -ay eolleagues either
introduced similar resolv :.ns or voiced their
approval.

In 1854 a similar prop-si-1 was Introduced
in the other body. In .2£3 this committee
held hearings on this sar:= resolution and re-
ferred the matter to = subcommittee for
study. Thereafter, an :aiditlonal hearing

. was held but no further :c ion was taken.

During the 84th Congr: s¢. the Senate Com-

- mittee on Rules and Ad: :inistration consid-

ered a similar resolutic:: sponsored by 36
Members of the Senate, a::d reported it favor-
ably. (S. Rept. 1570, 84tk Cong., 2d sess.).
In its report the commi-.ig: included several
germane comments of tive task force of the
Second Hoover Co:nmigs i

The report state«i:

‘“The task force is cor :z:ned over the ab-
sence of satisfactcry me:kinery for surveil-
lance of the stewaordshi - -t the CIA. It is
making recommenrdatio: = which it believes
will provide the nproper t.pe of ‘watchdog’
commission as a means ¢ ' reestablishing that
relationship between th «:IA and the Con-
gress so essential and ¢~eracteristic of our
democratic form f gov-r1-ment, but which
was abrogated by the ¢ nsuctment of Public
Law 110 and other stainé-s relating to the
Agency. It would includs Representatives of
both Houses of Congre:= and of the Chief
Executive. Its dutles woiild embrace a re-
view of the operations : 1¢ effectiveness, not
only of the CIA, bat als «fi all other intelli~
gence agencies.”

The report continued:

“Although the tisk fc' e hag discovered no
indication of abuscs of 7 overs by the CIA or
other Intelligence Ager "ics, it nevertheless
is firmly convinced, as 3 meatter of future in-
surance, that some rel ibkie, systematic re-
view of all the agencies irnd their operations
should be provided by .c.gressional action
as & checkrein to assur- noth the Congress
and the people that th:- Iub of the Intelli-
gence effort is functio ‘1g In an efficient,
effective, and reasonakiv economical man-
ner.”

The future insurance w+s not provided.

If it had, would we I :32 been stabbed in
the back by the shipme -« of arms by Russia
to Egypt during the th¢ » nending 1955 For-
eign Ministers Conferer ¢ * Would we have
been informed own the I ungarian Revolu-
tion; the downgrading :f Stalin, Iraq; the
sputnicks and the Cuan situation? Be-
cause we lack .informsa ica these questions
must be left unaaswer

All of this doe: not @ 1ean that I want to
see the Congress go into “h: intelligence busi-
ness. What I desire is jreper and legitimate
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of efficiency, you could do most of the
work that the Navy is doing now in 2 or
3 yards, but it maintains a series of
yvards as standbys against an emergen-
cy. It has to have the private yards as
standbys against emergency, too. Do
you want to kave the only know-hqw

countries—indeed, perhaps some pro-
grams and actions should have been un-
dertaken in a different manner than
they were. The true failure here, how-
ever, lies in the use of unconstitutional
means to make a change instead of leav-

countries expressed through a free bal-
lot.

I address myself today, however, o
the implications which these military
coups may have for American foreign
policy and our aid programs. Should
we interpret these setbacks as evidence
of failure of the Alliance for Progress?
I think not. It is my judgment that
these overthrows are clear evidence of
the urgency of the need for an ever
stronger effort through the Alliance for
Progress.

We are engaged in a long-range war
in this hemisphere to make freedom pre-
vail over oppression; enlightenment over
ignorance; and economic well-being over
boverty. We will not win every battle,
but we shall win the war through the
ombined efforts of the nations of this

misphere joined in a common effort
thyough the Alliance for Progress.

, or do you want this
spread throughout the economy so that
in case of emergency‘\you have this valu-
able asset to fall backon? I think that
the division is a fair oge. It protects
both the Navy and encotwyrages the pri-
vate shipyards that are indjspensable in
time of war.

(Mr. MILLER of Californiahasked and
was given permission to revisé and ex-
tend his remarks.) i

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, ask
unanimous consent to revise and extend
my remarks and to include certain tybu-
lations relating to the conference report
and the amendments in disagreement.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is ther
objection to the request of the gentle-
man from Texas?

There was no objection.

Mr. MAHON., Mr. Speaker, the mo-
tien which is pending is to recede and
concur in the Senate position that in ship
alteration, repair, and conversion the
business of the Navy shall be distributed
65 percent to the public shipyards and
35 percent to the private shipyards. In
my judgment this seems to be a reason-
ably satisfactory compromise. It is the
language of the present law which was
approved by Congress last year; it is the
language which is contained in the Presi-
dent’sbudget; it is the language which is
agreeable to the Secretary of Defense. I
reglize that there are many shades of
feeling in regard to the situation. But
in view of all the facts and circum-
stances, I trust that the House will ap-
prove the position of the conferees and
agree to the motion which provides for
65-35 percent distribution of work in this
field of Navy activity.

“The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is en the motion offered by the
gentleman from Texas [Mr. Manow]1.

. The motion was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider the votes by
which action was taken on the several
motions was laid on the table.

poverty, malnutrition, disease, illitetacy,
and appalling living conditions.
countries

because of t
teachers. ,
The people o
that a better life

misphere know
possible. They
social benefits en-
joyed by the peoplés'of other nations in
the 20th century,And ¥hey are impatient
for change. ey are‘determined that
the decade ofAhe sixtie\should become
a decade of development. ¥

The Alljdnce for Progré@s is a sus-
tained codperative effort, joinyly planned
througly’ the Organization o erican
Stateg/and consisting of sound\national

e Al-
lignce is, as President Kennedy declared:

can live not only free from fear but full af
hope. E

The Alliance has begun to lay solid

foundations for progress. Latin Ameri-
cans are beginning to build and own
homes, send their children to new schools,
receive previously unattainable medical
attention, farm their own flelds, gain
jobs in new industries, travel over new
roads, and join unions, credit institutions
and cooperatives that aim to serve in-
stead of exploit.
. Thus, we must measure our setbacks
in this hemisphere—hopefully only tem-
porary—in the context of some of our
gains. We are making gains.

El Salvador, for example, has become
one of the shining lights in the Alliance
for Progress.

Before the Alliance, El Salvador was
a typical Central American Republic.
Military governments, in cooperation

ALLIANCE FOR PROGRESS

(Mr. FRASER asked and was given
permission to address the Housé for 1
minute and to revise and extepdl his re-
marks.) 5

Mr. FRASER. Mr. SpegKer, the re-
cent military coups in the Dominican
Republic and in Honduras are of grave
concern to all Americahs. Our Nation
has a deep commitment to constitutional
government not -only because it raises
and enhances the dignity and personal
freedom of those citizens who enjoy its
benefits, but alsd because it provides the
means whereby change can come about
in an orderly fashion. Our concern
about the takeover by military juntas
in these countries is not predicated upon
approval of every action taken by the
constitutionally elected leaders of those

No. 160-——2
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ing this decision to the citizens of those

lems of the country.
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with the landed aristocracy, had kept
the country in a semifeudal condition.
Seventy-five families controlled 90 per-
cent of the wealth, with the country’s
2.7 million people working primarily on
the large fincas of the great landlords.

El Salvador was one of the first Latin
American nations to implement the
Charter of Punta del Este, which estab-
lished the Alliance for Progress. In
carly 1961, steps were taken to halt the
flight of capital. A stabilization pro-
gram was developed in cooperation with
the International Monetary Fund in
order to correct the balance-of-pay-
ments deficit and strengthen the coun-
try’s currency. As a result of these

controls, El Salvador now has a favor-
able balance of payments.

El Salvador continued its economic re-
form program By raising, in September
1961, the proéressive income tax rates.
These az;iﬁﬂow among the highest tax

e hemisphere. As a result,
eceipts have increased over 40
In 1 year governmental reve~
nueg” were increased by $10.5 million.
Other tax reforms followed. Measures

ere taken to increase the amount of

rates in

tax paid for consumption and luxury

goods. Tax collecting procedures were
simplified and improved.

Hand in hand with administrative re-
forms new planning machinéry was es-
tablished. A . National Council of
Economic Planning and Coordination,
composed of El Salvador’s leading eco-
nomiec specialists, was created to spur
economic activity and prepare long-
range program budgets.

Recognizing that economic develop-
iment must be coordinated with social
development to provide a balanced ap-
proach for the overall well-being of the
people, Alliance for Progress officials in
El Salvador also tackled the social prob-
In early 1962 an
agency was created for providing super-
vised production credit to small farmers.

In little more than a yedr, nearly 6,000

agricultural credit loans have been made.
Seven health centers, to serve 150,000
people were constructed in 1962. In
addition, a mobile rural health program
was begun, designed to serve 300,000 per-
$ons a year.

The National Housing Agency of El
Salvador has already constructed 1,500

Just recently a national homebuilding
mortgage agency was created, modeled
after our own FHA, for stimulating
grégter investment in housing. ‘This is
a jor step forward in the housing
ﬁeld,\iw\fl!ich is generally recognized as

\f:me units since the start of the Alliance.

one ol the most important aspects of
social reform.

Educatipn now consumes 22 percent of
the natiorlgl budeget. In October 1962,
apprenticeship training legislation was
enacted. 'By*a‘December, some 300 ap-
brentices were'registered in training. A
domestic peace 8prps has been organized
in El Salvador to. perform adult educa-
tion and community development work.

El Salvador’s economic growth is now
greatly improved. In 1962, for example,
industrial production rose over 20 per-
cent from the previous year.

Appfoved For Release 2005/04/13 : CIA-RDP71B00364R000600120001-8



&

eltF >
rove .
v PP For Release 2005/04/13 : CIA-RDP71B00364R000600120001-8

1963 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE 17959
congressional control over such activities. in the process of trylng to obtain Job clear- secrets. If Cleveland wants Tiss ¥ :ck, then
The Hoover Commission Task Force outfined ance for. obviously Cleveland should not i« in the
the areas of congressional interest as follows: When the State Departments dalsy chaln ~American state Department.

1. Conduct comprehensive studles of for- tipped off Oleveland that he was being The Senate subcommittee houls ering &l
elgn intelligence activities of the United watched, he retallated swiftly by bhaving John Pphases of this pecullar situation to b coun-

States; .

2. Look for overlapping and duplication;

3. Determine whether expenditures are
within budget authorizations and in keeping
with the expressed intent of Congress; and

4. Consider whether any of the activities
are in conflict with the foreign policy aitns
and programs of the United States.

With these tools the Tongress would re-
assume its constitutional authority and in
no way -jeopardize intelligence activities.

One of the prinecipal arguments advanced
‘against my resolution is that no other nation
permits legislative control of it Intelligence
activities. Such system is practical for the
Soviet dictatorship and even for. Great
Britain where the administration is a part of

. and responsible %o Parllament. Under our
Constitution, however, with delicate system
of check and balandes, dislocations as in the
case of CIA cannot be tolerated.

Therefore, Mr. Chairman, I respectfully

urge that this ‘committe€ do favorably report.

House Concurrent Resolution 3 for action by
the House.

SECURITY RISKS

«(Mr., SNYDER asked and was. given
permission to address the House for 1
minute, to revise and extend his remarks,
and include extraneous matter.)

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Spéaker, on 2 suc-
cessive days last week articles appeared
in Chicago’s American newspaper in re-
gard to the State Department’s move to

oust Otto Otepka, Chief of the REvalua-.

tion Division of the Department’s Office
of Security. ©o : :
“These articles follow:
[From Ohicago’s ‘Ameétican, Oct. 2, 1963]

THE ALLEN-SCOTT REPORT! BirTer ROW ON
SECURITY RISKS

wWasHINGTON —The Senate Internal Secur-
ity Subcommittee has pried open a real can
of “worms 1in ‘its inyestigation of the State
Department’s move . to discrerdit and oust

. Otto Otepka, 48, Chief of the ‘Evaluation Di-
viston in the Department’s Office of Security.

In digging into thé Otepka case, the Senate
probers have” uncdvered @ backstage effort
within the State Department to clear the
way for a number of former security risks,
including Alger Hiss, to worm their way back
onto the Government’s payroll as elther em-
ployes or consultants.

According to the sworn testimony before
the subcommittee, one of the central figures
in this maneuvering is Harlan Cleveland, As-
sistant Secretary of State for International
Affairs. S i

e ADVISORY APPOINTMENTS

Cleveland touchéd off the bitter security
row within the Department by appolnting a
number of persons with questionable security
backgrounds to an. advisory committee to
study the stafing of Americans on interna~
tional organizations.. . .

According to the testimony, Cleveland also

made inguiries as to whether 1t would be
possible to bring Hiss, & former State Depart-
ment official convicted of perjury to conceal
esplonage, back into the Department.

Otepka was so shocked over Cleveland’s ac-
tivities that he sent a series of blistering re-
ports to his superiors; including one that was
routed through channels to McGeorge Bundy,
the President’'s Chief White -House Adviser
on Foreign Policy. : .

One of these reports included a detailed
box score of persons with questlonable se-
curity. background - whom Cleveland ‘had
gither brought into the Department or was

_sonnel Operations

¥, Reilly, Deputy Assistant Secretary for Se-
curity, place Otepka under surveillance.
This was arranged through the office of At-
torney General Robert Kennedy, 8 personal
friend of Rellly.

Otepka was then removed irom security
operations. His phone was bugged and he
was placed under close ohservation after it
was learned that Senate investigators had
questioned him, under subpena, about se-
curity risks in the Department.

Charges of misconduct, involving the al-
leged release of documents 10 the Senate Sub-
committee, were filed against Otepka Septem-
ber 23 by John Ordway, Cnief of the Per-
Division.

According to the findingsin a state Depart-
ment investigative report, evidence was found

that Otepka had furnished “a COPy of classi~ |

fied memorandum concerning the processing
of appointments of the advisory committee
on international organization staffing to Mr.

J. G. Sourwine, staff director of the Senate -

Subcommittee for Internal Security. This
memorandum concerns the loyalty of em-
ployees or prospective employees of the De-
partment within the meaning of the Presl-
denttal directives of March 13, 1948.°

{NFORMATION ON SECURITY RISKS

The report also charged that Otepka was

responsible “for the declassification of a doc-
ument containing classified informatibn ad-
dressed to McGeorge Bundy, tne White House,
and signed -by William H. Brubeck, Speclal
Assistant Secretary and Execulive Secretary
of the Department.” ‘This document con-
talned information about security risks with=
in the Department. )
Otepka, a clvil service and State Depart-
mernt officer for moure than 20 years, has one
of the most outstanding records in his field
of work in the Government. He was respon-
sible for sending Irving C. Scarbeck, a Foreign
Service Officer, to jail for passing U.S. secrets
to the Russians, and for investigating Wil
liam Wieland in connection with the State
Department’s Cuban policy. In all his in-

vestigations, the records show he has bent ’

over backwards in protecting the rights of
individuals under his surveillance. The
Senate Subcommittee now plans to glve
Otepka the same provectiolt.

[From Chicago’s American, QOct. 3, 1963]
A Pror To BriNc Hiss Back

We are almost beyond being surprised at
any goings-on in the State Department, but
we do find this one astonishing: There is
a .group in there
to bring the convicted perjurer, Alger Hiss,
back into the Department. And for this
purpose, the group is trying to get one of
the Department’s chief security officers fired.
The officer is Otto Otepka, Chief of the
Evaluation Division. He 15 opposed to the
return of Hiss and to the proposed hiring
of several men of doubtiul loyality.

These strange facts were set out on our
editorial page Wednesduy in the Allen-Scott
report, which sald the revelations had been
brought to light by the Senate Internal Se-
curity Subcommittee. A leader in the move-
ment to get Otepka out of Hiss’ way, accord-
ing to testimony giver to the Senate sub-
committee, is Harlan Cleveland, -Assistant
Secretary of State for international Affalrs,
Cleveland, according to testimony given be-~
fore the Senate subcommittee, has been ask-
ing how it might be possible to get Hiss back
on the payroll. :

Hiss, you will remember, was convicted
(and served a prison term) on charges of
having perjured himseif Lo cover up the fact
that, while serving as an official of the State
Department, he supphed Russia with U.S.

that is working like mad

try’s attention. And in the me: swhile, 1t
should not permit the firin: of C-lLesks for
thinking and ac'qing like a loval “merican.

Mr. Speaker, I think if is fiagarative
that the Department of Siate & ivise the
country forthwith as to whetk. v or not
there is any truth in the alleg::Fm that
they are working to bring A v Hiss
back into the State Devartu.ca:t. All
America will want to know w :eiher or
not the charges in the above &' ii<les are
correct—and if so, it is time tuat the
Congress do something about ii. If the
statements are not true, the Tongress
and the American peoile ¢-cave 1o
know the facts.

WHEAT SALE TO THE SOVIF T UNION
(Mr. CHAMBERLAIN aske:: -nd was.

given permission to adcress -h: House
for 1 minute, to revise and - cend his
remarks, and include extrap >as mat-
ter.)

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Mr 3peaker,
last night’s Washington Ev:vog Star
and this morning’s New York “inescar- -
ried stories saying that a wh: i sale to
the Soviet Union was all but -cacluded.

I find this all a little uston:-lLing and
disturbing.

Tt is astonishing because th @ adminis-
tration apparently after only = few days
of trial balloons and <alcu’'-12d press
releases, without any genuir oublic or
congressional debate, is wil‘rg to do
hapdsprings to help relieve F & rushchev
from the disastrous failure: of Soviet
agriculture. It is disturbing 'secause no-
where have I found in the p «t.s reports
a consistent statement of fa . and fig-
ures that clearly spell out L factors
that are involved in this de:1. No one
seems to know where this de:1 will lead.
This fact raises a great mar - guestions
that must be settled before T i1 my ownh
mind, can support such a se =

For instance, we are beir - iold from
many sides that the trade '~ in every-
body’s best interests—we di-owse of our
wheat surplus and get some .uweded gold
and they get the wheat. Bt 'sit really
that simple? Can we frea’ "his trade
deal as an isolated evertin ti.e cold war?
Can we ignore the faci thai tie Ameri-
can people are spending muTe than $55
villion this year to protect /iy: free na-
tions. of the world f:rom . anmunistie
aggression? Why are we st - .g€r to get
a paltry $200 to $300 milli-:n when we
are at the same time spendi ¢ 250 times
that much to prevent the -x.cnslon of
communism? Why is the 1lministra-
tion in such a hurry to corclude this
deal?

As T understand the Latt: 1 nendment
to the Agricultural Act of 1961, it de-
clared the policy of Cor '13ss to be
against the export or sale ' any sub-
sidized agricultural comm 1ty to any
nation that is not cons od to be
friendly: In the face of t¥ic clear and
unmistakable pronouncem. 15 of con-
gressional policy, it would : em that the
President would undertake v sonsult of~
ficially with the Corgress kufore con-
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sidering any. transaction such as has
been reported in the press. It seems im-
perative to me that under the ecircum-
stances, Congress should be consulted
on such a basic and far-reaching change
of policy.

Another question: So we sell $250 mil-
lion worth of wheat to the Soviets. That
would really only represent s small dent
in our surplus of over $31% billion. So
we make a few fast gold bricks. Is it
worth it? The consequences of this
trade deal will not end when the wheat-
laden ships leave our harbors. We
will have taken Khrushechev off the hook
at home and he will be able to-say to
the Soviet people, “Look what I've done.
I've gotten our capitalistic enemies to
subsidize communism.” No one could
help but applaud such an astute leader.

How can we ever again ask the free
nations of the world not to trade with
communistic nations?

There is much about this whole trans-
action to be thoroughly explored. It
should be done deliberately. We should
not act in haste. We should not im-
pulsively turn to a new form of dollar
diplomacy devoid of other considera-
tions. ‘The President should make
known all of his reasons for such a deal
and let the American people and the
Congress evaluate them. ‘The quick
shuffie that we are getting causes me to
be suspicious. We must not be too
anxious for a few pieces of silver or
gold.

Mr. Speaker, under leave previously
granted, I am including a sampling of
letters received from residents of Michi-
gan’s Sixth Congressional District with
respect to this proposed transaction:

LANSING, MICH.,
October 2, 1963.
Hon. CHARLES E. CHAMBERLAIN,
New House Office Building,
" Washington, D.C.

DEAR MR. CHAMBERLAIN: Your last report
(Sept. 30) did not contain anything about
the administration’s proposal to sell surplus
wheat to the U.S.S.R., but when it was com~
posed maybe the matter did not seem SO
possible, -~

There are many things in our Government
that may be the discretion of the Executive
Department and the Cabinet officers report-
ing to it, but is there no ‘way that the ordi-
nary citizen who tries to think the problems
of our country through can express indigna-
tion at the inconsistency (1é8) of the foreign
policy? (except I mean by writing you). Why
cannot we, the people, vote 0!_1 selling vital
supplies to our enemies?

I hope I am not inhuman and un-Chris~
tian in rebelling against such a proposgl. I
don’t want anyone to g0 hungry—but when
someone threatens to bury you (and Mr.
K's threat was not an idle one) 1s it sensible
or commercially wise to buy some of the
spades, shovels and bulldozers for him? I

- would be willing to help pay the sums that
will compose the profit or price of such sale
if the commodity was kept from Russian life
In even the same fashion that plgs and wheat
were destroyed 30 years g0 with less pur-
pose. :

Perhaps, everyone who agrees with me will

not take the time to write you about their
resentment of such folly on the part of the
weather-vane foreign policymakers, but con-
sidering there was no use to write Michigan

Senators my opinion of the treaty because .
of their committed prejudgment, I couldn’t

let this opportunity pass to condemn such
bad business and lack of patriotism.
Most sincerely,

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE

Frinr, MIcH.,
October 2, 1963.

DEeAR S1r: I was reading the newspaper this
evening. In it was a item saying that this
country may gell wheat to the Russians, if
our President approves. Well sir, I can tell
you now it made me pretty damm mad to
think that the leaders of this country would
even think of doing a thing like that.

Here we are with a national debt so high
and our leaders in Washington asking for
more. But the thing that tops it off is, the
money they say is necessary to protect us
from the very people we are going to sell
wheat to.

As I have been reading about our past re~
lations with Russia, I keep seeing where we
have pulled their “chestnuts out of the fire”,
before. In fact it seems we have pulled a lot
of “chestnuts out of the fire”, for friends and
foes alike, and our friends have turned out to
be not so friendly either. I hope maybe we
will wake up some day to the Tacts of life and
get a little tougher. But if not that, lets get
a little more for cur money.

I cannot cite all of the figures, but I am
sure you know them quite well. The figures
I am referring to are: what it costs to main-
tain our defenses, also what it cost to support
our go-called friends. If you add them all
up, it would come to a pretty neat sum. Yet.
There are leaders in this country jumping
like a lot of fish out of water for a chance to
help the Russians. Who by the way are the
one’s who sald “We will bury you.” They
forgot to add that we will help them dig the
hole.

The argument goes like this, for selling
wheat to the Russlans. “If we don't zell it
to them some one else will.” Well let me tell
you something. The only ones in position to
gell to them are our so-called friends. So I
52y, let them sell to the Russians. It will
show who will sell us out for a better deal.
As you have gathered by now I am against
this deal. I am a disabled veteran and I add
this only because I want you to know that our
country had a little pride once.

Thank you.

BRIGHTON, MICH.,
October 2, 1963.
Representative CHARLES CHAMBERLAIN,
Lansing, Mich.

DeAR Sik: I am writing to Yyou in regard to
the sale of wheat to Russla.

My husband and I are against this sale of
wheat to Russia or any other communistic
country.

We pretend to fight communism, yet here
we are in the act of feeding it.

I remember a few years a4go we sold scrap
iron to a country and how did 1t come back.
This is the same thing. We will be nourish-
ing it. I feel that President Kennedy has let
the American people down by this approval
of wheat being sent to Russia.

Thanking you for your kind attention to
past correspondence, T am :

Yours truly,

U.S. POLICY ATMS IN LATIN
AMERICA

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
brevious order of the House, the gentle-
man from Alabama [Mr, SELDEN] is ree-
ognized for 30 minutes.

Mr. SELDEN. Mr. Speaker, the Tush
of recent events makes necessary some
restatement of basic U.S poliey aims in
Latin America. In this regard, I com-
mend Assistant Secretary of State Mar-
tin for his forthright and realistic state-
ment of last Saturday relating to what
this country can and should do about
government upheavals in the hemi-

There is no question but that the best
interest of the United States lies in the
existence of a democratic and economic-
ally stable Latin America. Thus, our
burpose in the area is to create an atmos-
bhere in which democracy and eco-
nomic stability can flourish.

But as Assistant Secretary Martin
rightly points out, democracy is “a liv-
ing thing which must have time and
soil and sunlight in which to grow.”

“We must do all we can to create these
favorable conditions,” Mr. Martin says,
“and we can do and have done muech.”
However, he continues, “we cannot sim-
ply create the plant and give it to them;
it must spring from seeds planted in an
indigenous soil.” i

As chairman of the House Subcommit-
tee on Inter-American Affairs, I have
often criticized past State Department
attitudes and actions which I believe
were not in the best interests of our
country. However, Mr. Martin’s incisive
analysis of our Nation’s responsibility
and capability in dealing with Latin
American coups and government up-
heavals deserves special praise, coming
as it does when a confused clamor is
heard to enforce democracy-by-gunboat
in the Dominican Republic and Hon-
duras.

We may hope that Mr. Martin’s words
are now to be followed by action support-
ing his thesis that we should not ad-
versely judge the new regimes in these
countries until additional evidence is in
regarding their composition and inten-
tions.

Confused indeed is the chorus that
calls for immediate action, drastic ac-
tion, even direct military action by this
country to restore the Juan Bosch and
Villeda Morales governments to power.
Many of these voices are the same ones
who so often in the past have been cau-
tioning against any effective action di-
rected against the Soviet satellite, Cuba.
Where now are their arguments con-
cerning the U.S. need to recognize
the fact that it cannot enforce its
will on the hemisphere? Where now
the admonitions concerning the effect on
world opinion if the United States inter-
venes in the domestic affairs of smaller
countries? Where now the counsel of
inaction and patience, the talk of “‘com-
plexities” and the warnings against
“oversimplifications” whenever steps are
urged to meet the very real threat of
Castro’s Cuba to the hemisphere? .

Gunboat diplomacy—is that not the
very course which some now urge this
country to pursue in the Dominican Re-
public and Honduras? But why, we may
ask, do some of these same observers of
the Latin American scene take an ambiv-

alent position regarding undemocratic.

regimes of the left and the right? If
these observers can be patient about
Castro’s Cuba, its undemocratic and
totalitarian rule over the Cuban people,
its role as a Soviet satellite increasing
tensions throughout the hemisphere, and
its service as a base for military and
subversive operations against hemi-
spheric security—why then impatiently
urge the administration to call out the
marines to intervene in the Dominican
Republic and Honduras?

Surely these observers cannot seriously
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Watchdog for (IA

THO bad blood among U. S. agencies in
South Viet Nam is officially denied,
the fact remains that the head of Cen-
tral Intelligence Agency operations in
that country has been called home for
consultations.

And that this recall promptly follows
the return of Defense Secretary Mec-
Namara and Gen. Maxwell D. Taylor
from an investigation of affairs in South
Viet Nam.

The facts concerning this intelligence
organization are exceedingly hard to
come by, and properly so. No reason-
able person would expect the CIA to
publicize its operation. Any such policy
would destroy its usefulness.

But an excess of secrecy, we suggest,
is good neither for the country nor the

CIA which, under present arrangements,
fsn't e&ﬁ&m%ﬁejp_ Congress.

TREG T Syt
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Even the top secret Atomic Euerg:
Commission comes under the view of :
joint committee of Congress, the mem-
bers of which committee are able 1
influence, defend and interpret ths pol:
cies of AEC without exposing any of it
secrets.

'Proposals to establish a similar con
mittee for CIA repeatedly have fuzze!
out without action. Congress should =
prompted by current events to establis .
such a committee.

The CIA operation, admittedly high'+
necessary under present world conc -
tions, is something relatively new fir
the United States and is accepted relu -
tantly by a free society. But minimu 1
congressional supervision is essential (9o
public confidence that it operates effe -
tively and stays within the hounds f

fts avowed mission.

LRI
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
man from Massachusetts?

Mr. POOL. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw
my objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the present consideration of
the bill? .

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill as follows:

Be is enacted by the Senate and House of
Representatives of the United States of
Amerieca in Congress assembied, That the Ad-
ministrator of General Services is hereby au-
thorized to dispose of approximately five
mlllion eight hundred thousand pounds of
waterfowl feathers and down now held in
the national stockpile. Such disposal may
be made without regard to the requirement
‘of section 3 of the Strateglc and Critical
Materials Stock Piling Act (50 U.S.C. 98b
(e)), that no such disposition shall be made
until six months after publication in the
Federal Register and transmission to the
Congress and to the Armed Services Commit-
tees thereof of a notice of the proposed dis-
position.

THE TASK OF PREPARING AN AD-
VISORY REPORT ON THBE STEPS
WHICH MIGHT BE TAKEN TO RE-
DUCE THE BALANCE-OF-PAY-
MENTS DEFICIT

(Mr. PEPPER asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks at this
point in the REcorp, and to include ex-
traneous matter.)

Mr. PEPPER. - Mr. Speaker, you will
recall that I called the attention of the
House on Tuesday to the action by the
Honorable WrIcHT PATMAN, chairman of
the House Banking and Currency Com-
mittee, in assigning to me and two of my
colleagues, Representatives R. T, HANNA,
Democrat, of California, and WiLriam B.
‘WipNALL, Republican, of New Jersey, the
task of preparing an advisory report on
the steps which might be taken to reduce
the balance-of-payments deficit.

My colleagues in the House are all fa-
miliar, T am sure, with the message of
President Kennedy on July 18, with spe-
cific reference t0 our balance-of-pay-
ments problem but because of the detail
of his excellent and exhaustive message,
I believe that one significant paragraph
should be emphasized in pointing to the
need for a special study with regard to
the imbalance of tourist circulation here
and abroad as it affects the overall pic-
ture.

The President said:

Another element that requires attention
in our commercial transactions is the in-
crease In our unfavorable net tourist bal-
ance. With increasing prosperity encourag-

.ing American travel abroad, total tourist

spending in foreign countries rose another
10 percent last year, to nearly $214 billion.
This was partially offset by increased foreign
tourlst expenditures In the United States,
but the net result was an outflow of $1.4
billion, or two-thirds of last year’s overall
balance-of-payments deficit. This year the
cost 13 estimated to be still greater,

I am sure, In view of the foregoing remarks
by Mr., Kennedy, Mr. Patman showed great
wisdom in deciding to have this aspect thor-
oughly explored.

I should like, also, to call attention of the
House t0 a letter I recelved today from Mr.
Voit Gilmore, Director .of the U.S. Travel
Servlce of the U.S, Department of Commerce.

;/’j(,(:,(, S W M -

Mr. Gilmore, a dedicated public servant, has
done an outstanding job with limited re-
sources in our efforts to generate more Euro-
pean tourist traffic to the United States which
is 80 helpful in holding down this balance-of-
payments- deficit. I am sure the situation
would be much more serious than that re-
lated by the President had it not been for
the wise move by the Congress in creating
the U.S. Travel Service.

Mr. Gilmore wrote me:

‘We believe it is important that your study
ldentify and highlight the relationship of
the “tourist dollar gap™ in our balance-of-
payments situation to the total U.S. balance-
of-payments position. Your subcommittee
would wish to give careful attention to the
fact that U.S. tourist dollars spent abroad
help many other countries purchase more
U.8. goods and services than we purchase
from them.

In studying ways to Improve our travel
balance-of-payments position, we believe you
will find two major areas of emphasis: the
“Visit USA” campaign abroad to attract for-
eign visitors to the United States, and the
‘“See America” campalpgn aimed at U.S. ciii~
zens which is to be energized in 18964. An
Important distinction exists between the two.
Through the U.S. Travel Service, our Govern-
ment is effectively encouraging foreign travel
to the United States with a program that is
understood and approved by other govern-
ments. The “See America” campalgn would
logically be mounted by private enterprise,
not by Government, because it could not only
be disadvantageous to many U.S. orgahiza-
tions engaged in iInternational travel, but
also resented by other governments (par-
ticularly near nelghbors such as Canada and
Mexico) as a “don’t go abroad” policy. How-
ever, substantial encouragement can be glven
to0 the American travel industry to enlarge
and improve its tourist plant, thus en-
haneing U.S, travel destinations for U.S, and
foreign visitors.

We are at the complete disposal of your
subcommittee for such assistance as you
would find helpful and we wish you every
success in your study.

NEED FOR A CONGRESSIONAL
WATCHDOG COMMITTEE OVER
THE CIA

(Mr. ROGERS of Florida asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute, to revise and extend
his remarks and to include extraneous
matter.)

Mr. ROGERS of ©Florida. Mr.
Speaker, I have long been concerned over
the way the CIA has carried on iis
clandestine activities in an uncontrolled
and unrestricted manner. For our pri-
mary intelligence community to be ap-
propriated funds and design its own
course of direction without the benefit
of close congressional scrutiny 1s not only
unwise, but also an injustice to the
American citizens whom we are sworn
to represent.

We need a joint congressional watch-
dog committee over the CIA. The only
argument against such a committee is
the trite argument that the Congress
cannot keep a secret and this has been
disproved by the Joint Committee on
Atomic Energy. The Bay of Pigs fiasco
in Cuba as well as recent developments
in South Vietnam clearly show that the
CIA and our other intelligence agencies
need careful watching and evaluating by
the Congress.

17925

The CIA’s apparent mic aken role of
policymaker in the South V- »‘nam situa-
tion has backfired, and r-ports advise
that the head of operati:n: has been
recalled by the U.S. Gove: -uaent. It is
the role of the President -:f the United
States to formulate the i~reign policy
of the United States; not t 3¢ CIA. The
function of the CIA is to ga!h.r informa-
tion, and in some casss int-roret it. To
go further into the area of vulicymaking
is unpermittable.

An editorial in Sun-lay’s dition of the ~
New York Times calls att -1iion to the
broblem of the CIA in the a -ea of policy-
making and calls for a J:.::t Congres-
sional Committee on Inteli:z-nce. It is
encouraging to notice th: ¢ more and
“more the newspapers of t!.is country in
their news reports on the caditions in
South Vietnam are showi: v their con-
cern along with Congress :ver the un-

bridled activities of the ‘IA. I have
urged the Congress sinec January to
adopt my bill, House Joi::i Resolution

211, which provides for tie establish-
ment of a joint congressic.:at watchdog
committee over the CIA a:1c¢ our other
Intelligzence agencies. I fe: that history
has proved the need for su: 1 a commit-
tee, and I hope that the i nited States
does not have to bhe rudc-y awakened
again by another Bay of Pi 3 or & South
Vietnam hassle before it acis.

I would like to insert at :k:is point in
the REcorDp the New York ‘:imes’ edi-
torial from Sunday’s editio: taat I men-
tioned above:

STATE WITHIN A S1..Tr?

Is the Central Intelligence ."3:ncy a state
within a state?

President Kennedy’s recall : 1 the head of
CIA operations in South Vic a.um, coming
after persistent reports of, di ::ird between
him and Ambassador Lodge, acpears to pro-
vide substantive corroboratior' to the long-
volced charges that our intellizence organi-
zation too often tends t-» mak - j:olicy.

The CIA Is a large and, on ti:e whole, well-
organized intelligence app: which
knows and employs all the

1.UsB,

trade. But it not only gathe telligence
It “operates” saboteurs, :;uerri:-a-, and other
paramilitary forces. And itz uvperstions—
particularly if they are not u-efully pro-
gramed, controlled, and clirecte i- -tend willy-
nilly to influence policy, if no! &: make it.

The Agency has many cxtrern
But it operates behind the clo:
1ty and secrecy—and secrecy z
‘When the same organization ¢
gence and evaluates 1t, and. a-
time, conducts clandestine oy :r.tlons—and
when that organization is as puwerful and
as well financed as the CIA—t «¢.e is an in-

¢y able men.
z »f anonym-
s to power.
ts intelli-
the same

evitable tendency for some of :t: personnel
to assume the functions of kir :r.iukers.
Communist imperialisin and » exigencies

of the nuclear age havo bre
away—whether we Iike :t or
era of 1929, when Secretory of
closed the Nation’s only code-

us eons
—from the
%.1te Stimson
reaking orga-

nization with the remark th ‘gentlemen,
do not read each other’; mai: Today we
must read the other fellow’s m i1 if ‘we want

to survive.

But the CIA, like the FBI,
long without adequate cong
countabllity. A Joint Congr:
mittee on Intelligence, so long
often frustrated by consressi
place and petty jealousles, she
lished to monitor our iatellig
to safeguard their securily and
dangers secret espionage and
tlons present to a free scelety.

aes gone too
2 :sional ac-
s:onal Com-
a:ged but so
i1:l pride of
i1 be estab-
ae services,
i« reduce the
avert opera-
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THE TITO VISIT

(Mr. HORTON asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his
remarks.)

Mr. HORTON. Mr. Speaker, on
Thursday of next week, the White
House plans to welcome Dictator Tito of
Yugoslavia. I wish to register my op-
position to the visit of this missionary
of communism.

Frankly, I am at a loss to understand
why the President invited Tito to stop
in Washington for an informal visit.
Surely, the meeting of this assassin with
our head of state can only be called a
betrayal of freedom’s interests.

The United States has nothing to gain-

from such a visit and a lot to lose. Al-
ready we can detect indications of re-
sentment from those in Eastern Europe
who are painfully aware of Tito’s long
record of brutality.

Ask yourself how you would react if
you were one of the millions of people
enslaved by world communism and saw
a picture of President Kennedy shaking
hands with Tito on the steps of the
White House. Would it be any less re-
volting than the news photographs
published recently of Tito, who has been
given $2.5 billion in U.8. aid, and Khru-
shchev embracing each other when the
Kremlin chief spent 15 days in Yugo-
slavia®? This was the occasion when
these two -Reds told an international
news conference that they represented
and would work for the same thing: a
worldwide victory for socialism.

How can we expect the world to seri-
ously believe that the United States is
committed to an all-out effort to defeat
Communists when a gangster like Tito
is invited to visit the President of the
_United States? Tito is a Communist
dictator who seized Yugoslavia and for
years carried on a savage campaign
against those who' opposed him. Let us
never forget that if the United States
has to go to war to protect liberty, jus-
tice, and religion from the onslaught of
communism, Tito and his nation will be
on the other side.

I am afraid that the current euphoria
over the possibilities for relaxed tensions
between the free world and the Commu-
nist bloc are lulling us to sleep. Despife
the test ban treaty, the proposed sale of
wheat to Russia, the toned-down
speeches of Russian leaders, there has
been no change in the avowed intention
of Moscow or Peiping to communize the
entire world. I pray there never will
be cause for & future author to write
“Why America Slept.”

Perhaps, we are too far removed from
“the scene of the crime” to recognize Tito
for what he is. But the Serbian emi-
grants from Yugoslavia and the people
there today know what kind of man
Tito is. They shall not forget how he
snatched power with the support of
Soviet bayonets; how he never has given
the people the right of free elections,
a free press, or free meetings; how he
has killed or oppressed all the propo-
nents of democracy, beginning with Gen.
Draza Mihailovic; how he has impris-
oned without judge or court more than

. rine.
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7 million voters only because they were
for real democracy.

It is regrettable that the past visits
to our country by other foes of the United
States have not convinced this admin-
istration of the sorry consequences
which usually follow. With President
Kennedy’s good-byes still ringing in his
ears, Algerian ruler Ben Bella met with
Fidel Castro and pledged his undying
devotion to Red Cuba’s anti-U.S. policy.
British Guiana’s Cheddi Jagan accepted
our hospitality and then denounced us
the moment he arrived home. Now he
is working on a deal with Moscow to es-
tablish a Cuba-style regime. Ayub of
Pakistan received lavish White House
treatment, but now we are using our
foreign aid in an attempt to keep him
from the friendly arms of Communist
China.

Mr. Speaker, Tito should not be wel-
comed by this country. I believe the
President has made a big mistake in
issuing the invitation to him.

STRIKES HURT AMERICAN,
MERCHANT MARINE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Un-

der previous order of the House, the gen-

tleman from North Carolina {Mr. BoxN-
NER] is recognized for 20 minutes.

(Mr. BONNER asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. BONNER. Mr. Speaker, I wish t0
call to the attention of the House the
plight of the American merchant ma-
It it is with deep regret, distress
and a sense of frustration that I point
out and call to the attention of the House
the unusual situation that exists with
reference to the ship, the SS America.
The American merchant marine has re-
ceived another setback in this instance
with the cancellation of the October 4
sailing of one of the finest transatlantic
passenger. ships. A similar event oc-
curred on September 14 when the 5SS
America’s voyage was canceled following
a labor dispute in which the unlicensed
crewmembers walked off the ship mak-
ing such charges against an engineering
officer as, being guilty of religious and
racial bias, and the locking of a toilet
so that unlicensed crewmembers could
not use it. )

As a result of this cancellation, 945
passengers already aboard the ship had
to either give up their plans to sail to
Europe or find alternate means of trans-
portation.

Some 950 passengers were booked for
the return voyage.

The October 4 sailing had been booked
by 640 passengers sailing from New York,
and another 895 on the return voyage
from European ports.

Since that time the United States
Lines has announced that three cruises
of the S. S. America have been canceled.
The United States Lines applied to the
Maritime Administrator for permission
to cancel the balance of the schedule for
the year, but the administration at this
time ruled that at least 2 of the 3 remain-
ing transatlantic sailings must be made.

At the same time there are rumors in
the trade that this overage vessel may

October 7

never sail again, thus reducing the num-
ber of jobs available to our merchant
seamen.

Scarcely more than a week earlier
than the first cancellation, Mr, Joseph
Curran, president of the unlicensed sea-
men’s National Maritime Union, proudly
announced the reaching of an agree-
ment with passenger and freighter op-
erators which would extend the existing
contract from 1965 to 1969, In a report
to the union membership Mr. Curran
said:

Your union proposed this long-term con-
tract extension to the shipowners. They
wanted stability in the industry so they
could make long-range plans to expand their
operations and build their fleets. NMU
wants that kind of stabllity too. It will
benefit our members and the merchant
marine. ’

After the September 14 walkout the
union and the United States Lines Co.
submitted the dispute to arbitration, in
accordance with the procedure under
their contract, but not in time to permit
the September sailing to proceed. Now
the October sailing is held up even after
the arbitrator’s ruling that the men
should return to work because the indica- .
tions are that further controversy with
the engineers’ union will develop.

Mr. Speaker, we have had many
months of hearings in the Merchant Ma-
rine Committee on maritime labor-man-
agement problems. All of the labor
leaders and some management officials
have told us that there is no situation
in which labor and management cannot
resolve differences without third party
intervention.

Mr. Speaker, while I would not at-
tempt to confend that the cancellation
of three sailings of the S.8. America
creates o national emergency, I must
say that I feel that these recent incidents
demonstrate very vividly the helplessness
of the public as innocent victims of sel-
fish and even childish fighting, with
reckless disregard of the responsibilities
that both the union leaders and their
members should bear.

Now, Myr. Speaker, I refer not only to
this incident but the previous situation
just a short while ago when we had the
whole Atlantic and gulf seaboard. tied
up. This paralyzed not only passenger
and freight vessels of this Nation but
cargo vessels and vessels of other nations.
The docks on the Atlantic and gulf
seaboard were piled high with cargo in-
bound and outbound. It cost this
country millions and millions of dollars
and emphasized the undependability of
American flag lines. During that contro-
versy the hearings which I have spoken .
of on the bill H.R. 1897 were proceeding
in the House.

During the hearings the gentleman
who controls the longshoremen on the
Pacific coast testified that if the Atlantic
coast, the South Atlantic coast and the
gulf port stevedores requested it, he
would have locked up the Pacific coast
notwithstanding a valid and subsisting
contract to work. And you would have
had this Nation locked up—Ilock, stock
and barrel—in its commerce, and every-
thing else in the Nation would have had
to stop operations in a comparatively
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I have mentioned and begin to try to
devise some method which would make
~the Government supreme and enable the
American public, which must pay the
tax bill, to be recognized in their dignity
and thelr just position in this dispute.

I yield the floor.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Dela.ware.
President, will the Senator yield?

Mr., MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I
yield 5 minutes to the Senator from
Delaware on the bill.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator
from Delaware is recognized for 5
minutes.

Mr.

ALLEGED HIDDEN MICROPHONE

Mr. WILLIAMS of Delaware. Mr.
President, in yesterday's Washington
Post there appeared a certain article. I
should like to read two pax agraphs from
that article:

WiLriams began his informal one-man in-
quiry last week .by calling into his office at
least three persons who allegedly have had
close commercial dealings with Baker re-
cently.

The interviews it was learned, lasted from
a half hour t6 an hour and the $enator had
a secretary taking notes in an adjoining room
equipped with a direct microphone arrange-
ment into his office,

I ‘quote again the last part of that
statement:

The Senator had a secretary taking notes
in an adjoining room with a direct micro-
phone arrangement into his office.

Mr. President, there is no basis for
that statement. The reporter who wrote
it -did not talk with me or with anyone
in my office that I know of. I know he
did not talk with me. I have been a
Member of the Senate for 17 years, and

there has never been a hidden micro-.

phone in my office and never will be as
Iong as I am in the Senate, Anyone who
has ever visited my office and wished to
discuss any matter has discussed 1t with
me in strict confidence, as intended, and
If T wanted any notes taken, a secretary
would be ¢alled into the office with the
knowledge of the visitor, and he would be
sitting in the secretfary’s presence.

I do not know why this story was put
into the newspaper in that manner—
whether it. was merely an irresponsible
piece of reporting or whether it was to
frighten away somebody who might
wish to come to my office and talk over
some -matter. I wish to make sure it
does not serve its purpose. I emphati-
cally deny that there is any truth what-
soever to it. Furthermore, the reporter
who wrote it knows it is untrue.

I regret that such a report was ever
made, however, since it has been made
I want to set the record straight,;

ORDER OF BUSINESS

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President I
ask unanimous consent that the time
which is under the control of the ma-
Jority leader be under the control of the
distinguished chairman of the Commit-
tee on Commerce, who is in eharge of the
consideration of the bill,

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob-
jection to the request by the Senator
from Montana? The Chair hears none,
and it is so ordered.

/.;4/& £ Npeend” Q””’"”’T‘?pj

Mr. GRUENING. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator
from Washington |Mr. MacnusoN] has
control of the time.

Mr. MAGNUSON. Mr. Presldent, I
yield to the Senator from Alaska.

The VICE PRESIDENT. How much
time does the Senator yield?

Mr. MAGNUSON. 1 yield such time
as the Senator wishes.

Mr, GRUENING. Five minutes will be
sufficlent.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator
from Alaska is recognized for 5 minutes.

| SENATE SHOULD PASS SENATE CON-
CURRENT RESOLUTION 23 TO

MONITOR THE CIA

Mr. GRUENING. Mr. President, last
Thursday I addressed the Senate, urging
that it was time for Congress to monitor
the CIA. While it is supposed to be a
factfinding Agency, in which role it has
been notably unsuccessful, as in Cyba
and now in Honduras, it has been more
than evident, from the information that
trickles through, that it is far more than
that. It is also an undercover cloak and
dagger organization, making its own
policies, following its own bent, sub-
Ject to no control by the Congress, a re-
spect in which it is unique. That
uniqueness is undersirable in our democ-
racy.

As I pointed out on the floor of the
Senate a year ago last January, when I
was in Central America on a mission for
the Public Works Committee, inspecting
the Inter-American Highway, the head
of the U.S. mission in one of the Central
American countries told me that the CIA
was active there, that it had a lot of
money to spend, that it was promoting
candidacies of individuals which were not
in accord with the instructions snd
policies which our mission was recelving
from the State Department.

It has been more than evident in Viet-
nam that the CIA there has been in con-
flict with the policies of the State
Department and the efforts of our new
Ambassador, Henry Cabot Lodge.

It is high time we sought to prevent
such intragovernmental conflict. I re-
ferred in my remarks to the pertinent
criticism of that situation voiced in the
Senate on September 20 by the distin-
guished majority leader the Senator from
Montana [Mr. MANSFIELD ).

My proposal would slightly amend con-
current resolution 23 offered by the dis-
tinguished junior Senator from Florida
[Mr. SmaTHERS], that a watchdog com-
mittee over the CIA, consisting of both
House and Senate Members, and com-
posed of three each from the Foreign
Relations, Armed Services, and Govern-
ment Operations Committees of the Sen-
ate as well as from corresponding com-
mittees of the House. be enacted.

I note with interest that the New York
Times yesterday, October 6, editorially
endorsed such a policy. In an editorial
entitled “State Within a State?” it says

that the CIA “has gone too long without -

adequate congressional responsibility’”
and it urges “that a Joint Congressional
Committee on Intelligence should be
established to monitor our intelligence
services, to safeguard their security and
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to reduce the dangers secr * espionage
and covert operations presc 't to a free
soclety.”

I ask unanimous conse: % that the
Times editorial, “State Witk u a State?”
be printed at this point in m . :emarks.

There being no objection, 1 editorial
was ordered to be prinied in: il:e RECORD,
as follows:

STATE WITHIN A ST &

Is the Central Intelligence #:=ency a state
within a state?

President Kennedy's recall o
CIA operations in Soutii Vie ..zm, coming
after persistent reports of di:-2'd between
him and Ambassador Locdige, &; i% ars to pro-
vide substantive corroboration w: the long-
volced charges that our intelli -ence organi-
zatlon too often tends t¢ “msz.2° policy.

The CIA is a large and, on t& : “ hole, well-
organized Intelligence apps :tas, which
knows and employs all tha trick «f the trade.
But it not only gathers intelllg -n:-e; it oper-
ates saboteurs, guerrillas, anc rther para-
military forces, And its opr-a.lons—par-
ticularly if they are not carefu: v programed,
controlled, and directed- ten¢ v-ily-niily to
influence policy, If not t» mak. ‘i

The Agency has many .:xtren::ly able men.
But it operates behind the clr“k of anony-
mity and secrecy—and se::Tecy : -i's to power.
‘When the same organi-ation coilects in-
tellligence and evaluates it, an. =t the same
time, conducts clandestine opr+tions—and
‘when that organization it as pc verful and as
well financed as the CIA-—th :¢ is an In-
evitable tendency for so:ae oi i~ personnel
to assume the functions ¢f king n:akers.

Communist imperiallsm and 1w exigencies
of the nuclear age hav: bre' it us eons
-from the

ithe head of

away—whether we like i: or ¢
era of 1929, when Secretary of . ~zte Stimson
closed the Nation’s c¢uly - u-e-breaking.
organlzation with the remark 4. “gentle-
men do not read each other’s : .a 1.” Today
we must read the other fellov : malil If we
want to survive.

But the CIA, like the FBI, ':: gone too
long without adequate cong xslonal ac-
countability. A Joint Congre -i-nal Com-

mittee on Intelligence, sc long 1ged but so

often frustrated by con:ressiwt pride of
place and petty jealousies, shcitii be estab-
lished to monitor our intelligen = services, to
safeguard their security and : : reduce the
dangers secret esplonage and - -ert opera-
tlons present to a free so-iety.

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Fresid: 1, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. GRUENING. I tld with
pleasure.

TME_M'Q%%E' I join the £ rator from
Alaska In the commerits b+ is making

critical of the CIA. I partic.arly com-
mend the New York Times 1 :» the pene-
trating editorial which the ieaator has
placed in the RECORD.

As the Senator from: Ala: .t knows, I
also have been disturbed for a long time
about the unchecked power: 3 the CIA.
I have said on the floor of 12 Senate
many times—and I repeat o lay——that
it is not safe in a demo-:racy :c have any
segment of government ex:.¢ising un-
checked powers, Whea I s;.::k of un-
checked powers, I mean :Owers un-
checked by the legislative b: :1.¢ch of the
Government, because we car-aot operate
this system of government 1 keeping
with its constitutional initent :r d purpose
if we take away from the Le: :s‘ature the
power to check any segm ri of the
Government.

I am dlsturbed by what

mnam.muamm-
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propriations Committee has some sort of
[ e . ere are members

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

gation and the kind bf action I urge,
which the Senator from Florida [Mr.

CMECE O the CIA. 'THere are member:
of the Appropriations Commiittee who |SMaTHERS] has proposed, and the sen

15 1o

a_check of any
substance.

repeat: The Congress is ducking its
responsibilities in respect to the CIA.
The Congress owes to the American peo-
ple the placing of a clear legislative
check on the CIA. The only way we can
check it is to set up a congressional
watchdog committee with authority and
power to require from the CIA every bit
of intelligence information the Congress
thinks it ought to have in order to pro-
tect the operation of this system of gov-
ernment by checks and balances, because
the alternative is the development of a
creeping police state within the Govern-
ment of the United States. That is de-
veloping. One cannot explain on gov-
ernmental theory the unchecked power
of the CIA except on the basis of the
fact—and it is an ugly fact—that there
is a creeping police state power develop-
ing within this democracy. It isa cancer
which must be removed. The only way
we can remove it is for the Congress to
assume its clear constitutional duties as
well as powers in respect to the CIA.

Mr. GRUENING. I could not agree
more with my friend the senior Senator
from Oregon. The CIA, operating in
secret, as the Senator properly says, per-
forming wholly contrary to our American
traditions and our professions, is sup-
posed to be a fact-finding Agency. It
has been notably unsuccessful as a fact-
finding Agency. It was wrong on Cuba.
It misled us grieviously with the result
that Cuba has Castro and his Commu-
- nist tyranny. It certainly contributed
to the Bay of Pigs fiasco. It was appar-
ently wrong on Honduras. Only 24
hours hefore the revolt- the State De-
partment let it be known—and presum-
ably the-State Department had access to
the CIA’s information—that no revolt
was coming. Yet it “popped.”

In addition to that, we know the CIA
is far more than a fact-finding Agency.
An article in the New Republic, a re-
sponsible publication, about a year ago,
stated flatly that the CIA was responsi-
ble for an assassination in a Caribbean
country. .

The VICE PRESIDENT. The 5 min-
utes for which -the Senator was recog-
nized have expired.

Mr. GRUENING. Mr., President, I
shall take only 1 minute more.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, a
parliamentary inguiry.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator
will state it.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Is the Senate oper-
ating under controlled time?

The ‘VICE PRESIDENT. It is. The
Senator from Washington [Mr. Mag-
NUSON] yielded such time as he wished
to the Senator from Alaska, within his
time limitation.

Mr. GRUENING. 1I shall need only 1
minute more.

I do not know whether that charge
was true. The mere fact that a respon-
sible publication could make the charge
that the CIA was responsible for the as~
sassination of a political leader ir: a Car~
ibbean republic should have been enough
to bring about a congressional investi«

heartily and.correctly endorses.

ior
Senator from Oregon [Mr, MORSE] so!

COMMITTEE MEETING DURING
SENATE SESSION

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, will
the Senator from Washington yield me
a minute?

Mr. MAGNUSON. 1 yield to the Sen-
ator from Montana.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator
from Montana is recognized for 1 min-
ute.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Subcommit-
tee on Reorganization and International
Organizations of the Committee on Gov-
ernment Operations may be authorized
to meet during the session of the Senate
today.

The VICE PRESIDENT.

Without
objection, it is so ordered. .

ORDER OF BUSINESS

Mr. KEATING. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield to me?

Mr. MAGNUSON. Mr. President, how
much time have I under my control on
the bill?

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator
from Washington has 25 minufes.

Mr. KEATING. Mr. President, if it is
inconvenient for the Senator to yield, I
am authorized to use time on this side.

Mr. MAGNUSON. Why not use 5 min-
utes of the time under the control of the
Senator from Delaware?

Mr. KEATING. Mr. President, I yield
myself 5 minutes.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator
from New York yields himself 5§ minutes.

Mr. LAUSCHE. Mr. President, how
much time is there?

The VICE PRESIDENT. 'The Senator
from Washington has 25 minutes.. The
Senator from New York yields himself 5
minutes. The Senator from New York
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. KEATING. I thank the Chair.

RADIO ASTRONOMY SERVICE

Mr. KEATING. Mr. President, last
. Friday the Federal Communications
Commission completed action in a rule-
making proceeding of widespread public
inferest involving the future of the radio
astronomy service. Its decision, I am
heartened to report, was that channel
37, an optimum radio astronomy fre-
quency, would be retained in the fre-
quency allocation but would not be li-
censed for commercial purposes for a
period of 10 years, that is, until at least
January 1, 1974,

Mr, President, radio astronomy re-
search is a vital part of our national
scientific effort to uncover some of the
dark secrets of outer space, with great
present and potential practical value for
the U.S. space program. Around the
country, indeed around the world, both
publicly and privately supported radio
astronomy facilities have an intense
stake in an exclusive frequeney which
will be protected on a longrun basis

October 7

from any and all manmade interfer-
ence. Any erosion of the protection af-
forded such a frequency as channel 37
would be extremely detrimental to the
future progress of radio astronomy and
wasteful of the sizable investment in
facilities which has so far been made;
and it may well be that the 10-year
protection just ordered by the FCC will
not prove to be a sufficient guaranty of
protection for the long-range needs of
the program.

Nevertheless, the FCC is to be com-
mended for its recognition of the broad
public interest inherent in the radio
astronomy service. I know that the in-
stitutions and companies in New York
State which now maintain radio astron-
omy facilities or which are planning to
install them in the future together with
the thousands employed by them—to
mention only several, Corniell University,
the Hayden Planetarium, and the Gen-
eral Electric Co.—will welcome the FCC
decision of last week.

It is my intention, however, to seek
out scientific opinion in order to deter-
mine whether the action that was taken
stopped short of fulfilling the permanent
objectives of the program, and I will
certainly want to make sure, if further
protection should be: necessary, that it
will be afforded at the proper time.

KINGS COUNTY COUNCIL OF THE
JEWISH WAR VETERANS

Mr. KEATING. Mr. President, each
year the Kings County Council of the
Jewish War Veterans are hosts to hospi-
talized veterans at Yankee Stadium.
For a day, the council provides activi-
ties and amusements for these Veter-
ans—many of whom rarely see the out-
side of hospital walls.

Mr. President, the Kings County Coun-
cil of the Jewish War Veterans—in fact,
all Americans—have not forgotten their
obligation to their war veterans—men
who have given so mugh in the name of
America and freedom. Because of my
admiration for the activities of the Jew-
ish War Veterans of America, I have
introduced legislation in this Congress
which would incorporate this group. If
enacted, this legislation would grant Fed-
eral recognition to this organization. It
is my hope that my bill will be favor-
ably acted upon in the near future,

Mr. . President, I salute the Kings
County Council of the Jewish War Vet-
erans for brightening the day for many
of our hospitalized veterans. Their un-
selfish gesture deserves the gratitude
of the entire Nation.

SITUATION IN SOUTH VIETNAM

Mr. KEATING. Mr. President, in an
unprecedented move, South Vietnam’s
Ambassador to the United States, Tran
Van Chuong, resigned his post in oppo-
sition to the policies of President Ngo
Dinh Diem.

I ask unanimous consent to include in
the Recorp an interesting interview by
Jock Lawrence with Ambassador Chuong
which appeared in a recent issue of the
Washington World.
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